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Appeasement hits the 


buffers — yet again 

Last month registered yet another disapp- 
ointment for the Government in its vain quest 
for a peace agreement in Northern Ireland. 
Downing Street had been promising a 
“historic breakthrough.” Gerry Adams had 
spoken of “the full and final closure of this 
conflict,” while Blair & Co. had been waiting 
like eager little dogs for the bone that they 
fully expected the Republicans to toss their 
way. Then at the last moment — to the 
seeming surprise of all (except Adams, no 
doubt) — a snag occurred! Sinn Fein-IRA 
would not, after all, give details of weapons 
to be decommissioned that were satisfactory 
to the Unionist contingent, and the latter 
walked out of the talks. Groans of despair all 
round. 

Of course, the whole business was just a 
charade. Why should Sinn Fein-IRA commit 
themselves to any peace agreement when for 
so many years they have been getting almost 
everything they want, piecemeal, by non- 
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ADAMS 
Playing a game 
of ducks and 
drakes with 


Unionists and 


Government 


peaceful methods? Their whole strategy right 
from the start obviously has been to dangle 
the familiar bone in front of Tony Blair’s 
nose, and then pull it away again. 

We have said it so many times that it has 
become a bore — to us as much as to our 
readers. There never can be any peace 
agreement over Northern Ireland that is 
acceptable to the Adams gang while at the 
same time acceptable to true Unionists and 
compatible with the interests and honour of 
the United Kingdom. All activity to this end 
is a mere chasing of phantoms. There will 
only be meaningful and permanent peace in 
Northern Ireland when the IRA and all 
similar republican terrorist groups are Jigui- 
dated once and for all. To quote General 
MacArthur, there is no substitute for victory. 


Behind the hue and 
cry about football 


The nation was horrified last month to 
hear of the appalling sexual assault case in 
which a 17-year-old girl was reportedly gang- 
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raped in a London hotel by eight well-known 
(but hitherto unrevealed) professional foot- 
ballers. This simply added to the already bad 
aura that has surrounded our national winter 
game over recent years, and in the following 
days there were many heart-searching articles 
and letters in newspapers asking what foot- 
ball is coming to, and contrasting the over- 
paid, over-sexed and over-publicised lives of 
today’s star players with those of their gentle- 
manly counterparts of the 1950s, such as 
Stanley Matthews, Tom Finney and Billy 
Wright. 

It certainly is true that there is a lot wrong 
with the modern soccer game, particularly at 
top level, and this in many ways mirrors what 
is wrong with this country as a whole. 
However, this should not prevent us delving 
into this particular case to see if there is any 
special circumstance attached to it that could 
not have been present half a century ago. It 
fell to Daily Mail columnist Peter McKay to 
reveal something about the case which we 
did not hear of in any of the other reports and 
commentaries that came to our notice. In a 
piece on October 6th he mentioned one foot- 
baller, Nicholas Meikle, who claimed he had 
slept with the girl consensually. McKay said 
of the investigations:- 


“It’s almost possible to feel sorry for the 
police and Crown Prosecution Service. 
Whatever the outcome, they’ll be found 
wanting. Mr. Meikle is black. So (for all I 
know) are the others involved. If so, and 
they’re charged with rape, there will be 
complaints about racism.” 


Now of course, McKay’s words here are 
carefully chosen. He says “for all I know” 
and “if so.” That is not a 100 per cent 
indicator that the culprits were all black, but 
it seems doubtful that a mainstream journal- 
ist, even a ‘right-wing’ one like McKay, 
would have ventured even to say as much as 
he did had he not some positive information 
through the grapevine that he was close to the 
truth. 

There is a great deal wrong with British 
football without the factor of black players 
being brought into it, and even were those 
black players to disappear there would still 
be much cleaning up of the game needed. 

But where a disgraceful incident occurs 
in which black players are responsible, this 
should be clearly made known and there 
should be an open and frank public discuss- 
ion of the matter. Will we get such a discuss- 
ion in this case? The public should not hold 
its breath. 


1984 is here! 


Many expressions of shock and horror 
followed ‘The Secret Policeman’, a TV 
documentary broadcast by BBC1 on the 21st 
October, showing a reporter infiltrating 
Greater Manchester Police as an undercover 


probationary in order to winkle out ‘racists’ 
in the force. The reporter, Mark Daly, social- 
ised with fellow trainees and deliberately 
engaged them in conversation on racial 
issues so as to draw out responses from them 
liable to land them in big trouble if made 
known to their superiors — which of course 
they duly were. For, unbeknown to them, the 
BBC spy had tiny video and sound recording 
equipment installed on his person, and his 
victims’ remarks were broadcast uncen- 
sored. As a result, five PCs were pressured to 
resign and three more were instantly suspen- 
ded pending further investigations. Undoubt- 
edly, Mr. Daly will have been feeling very 
pleased with himself over this outcome. 

But we suspect that much more about the 
programme has yet to be revealed. There was 
a flavour of stinking fish about it almost 
from the beginning. The most blatant ‘racist’ 
of the lot, and the one who most quickly 
resigned, was so ‘over the top’ in his 
comments about ‘Pakis’ (his name for all 
non-Whites) that he seemed too bad to be 
true. He, and in large part the remainder of 
the young cops whose opinions were put on 
record, expressed their ‘racism’ in such 
crude, mindless and inarticulate language, 
with four-letter expletives inserted into 
almost every sentence, that their talk would 
most certainly have been unwelcome at a 
BNP meeting, and they would have been 
asked to leave. There was barely a hint from 
any of them, for instance, of a sensible reason 
for their opposition to non-Whites being in 
the country, though such reasons are avail- 
able in abundance. It was all just hate, hate 
and yet more hate — usually coupled with 
generous use of the f-word. The message? 
Racists are morons. 

While it was acknowledged that Daly 
himself was employed by the BBC for the 
exercise, the question has to be asked: was 
he the only one? Might the worst ‘racists’ in 
his rogues’ gallery also have been part of the 
spoof? Perhaps further revelations will cast 
light on this. 

And that’s not all. Were all of these 
young probationary officers really so thick 
that they could not see from the questions 
asked by Daly that they were being set up? If 
they genuinely couldn’t, and they are typical, 
it does not bode well for future crime- 
fighting in Britain. 

Meanwhile, a further message was 
clearly sent out. It told all police officers 
throughout the land that it would be perilous 
in the future to express their innermost 
opinions on racial issues to anyone — in 
whatever informal and off-duty situations. 
The thought police clearly have a hired fly on 
every wall! This BBC operation was one of 
which the late and unlamented Joseph Stalin 
would have been truly proud. 

The sequel was degrading beyond belief. 


on the 


On TV news the next day, senior cops were 
seen almost foaming at the mouth in their 
efforts to demonstrate their cringing apolo- 
gies to the black and Asian communities. No 
doubt we can expect this story to drag out 
into a saga of ethnic grovelling equal to that 
which followed the murder of Stephen 
Lawrence — no doubt with a new Macpherson 
coming forward to write his name across the 
contemptible annals of the British ‘race’ 
industry 


Sir Ludovic sees the light! 


Sir Ludovic Kennedy, veteran writer and 
broadcaster, has spent a long lifetime in 
faithful service to the liberal establishment. 
Even for him, however, there are some 
things that are just too much. 

Late in September, Sir Ludovic caused 
palpitations throughout the world of political 
correctness by saying something that all with 
eyes to see know to be true but few will dare 
to mention. Ethnic-minority representation 
on television has reached such flood levels 
that it is far out of proportion to the actual 
ethnic balance in the population. 

Kennedy’s heresy appeared in an article 
in The Oldie magazine, and immediately and 
predictably it drew fire. The CRE comm- 
ented that it was sad to see such a 
well-known author “so misunderstand the 
realities of modern multi-racial Britain.” 

Realities? It is indeed reality that is so out 
of step with racial castings shown by TV 
broadcasters. Take the police series The Bill, 
for instance. Now it seems that about half of 
the officers and staff of the fictitious Inner 
London station known as Sun Hill are black, 
Asian or Jewish. Is this a real portrayal of 
police personnel in the Met, which is 
continually being upbraided by the ‘race’ 
industry for recruiting too few black and 
Asian officers? 

EastEnders is also chock full of 
‘ethnics’, and here the BBC replied to 
Kennedy by saying that this only reflects the 
30 per cent ethnic mix of the area. But what 
about another soap, ITV’s Emmerdale, set in 
a fictitious village in the Yorkshire Dales? 
Blacks and Asiatics, as well as ‘gays’ and 
lesbians, seem to appear in profusion in this 
series. Does this really reflect life in rural 
West Yorkshire? Not if our own experiences 
of that delightful part of the country are 
anything to go by! 

Interestingly, TV interviewer John 
Humphrys was sympathetic to Kennedy’s 
view, but for all the wrong reasons. In his 
opinion, political correctness should not be 
pushed so fast and so blatantly that it might 
provoke an angry reaction; it should be more 
subtle. Writing in The Sunday Times of the 
5th October, hemade a revealing admission 
of the purpose of people in his profession. 


month’s news 


He acknowledged the role of television in 
the ‘liberalising’ process and expressed 
pride in it. But, he warned, an excess of it 
“could threaten the progress that has been 
made in dealing with prejudice.” He went on 
to speak of the shift in public attitudes over 
things like race and homosexuality; and just 
listen to this:- 


“That is partly down to television. It has 
been in the vanguard of social change. 
Much of what we take to be reality comes 
from the box. The norms of what is 
acceptable on television become the 
norms of what is acceptable in society at 
large. In this way is prejudice challenged. 
“T say ‘challenged’, not ended. It has not 
gone away entirely. It still sticks in the 
craw of many to see black and gay people 
treated on television as ordinary human 
beings with equal rights. But their preju- 
dice is rendered less effective if they see 
the rest of us going with the flow...” 


In other words, the purpose of TV is not 
to portray reality, as the CRE would like to 
pretend it does; it is to create a new ‘virtual 
reality’ that blueprints the Brave New World 
as broadcasters would like to see it unfold; 
but this must be done at a speed with which 
public feelings can keep up. It all reminds 
one of the story about killing the frog by 
dipping it in water which is slowly brought 
to the boil — so slowly in fact that when the 
frog realises what is happening to it it is too 
late to jump out. Mr. Humphrys has been 
unusually frank in his admissions of this 
policy, and for that at least we should be 
grateful. 

In such ways are nations destroyed much 
more decisively and permanently than if they 
are defeated in battle. 


Foreign-owned TV 


We seem to be giving a lot of space to 
matters connected with television this month, 
but in view of the immense power wielded 
by this medium that is often justified. The 
announcement of plans for a merger between 
the Carlton and Granada TV empires was a 
big talking point last month, and to date the 
deal has not yet been finalised. 

One rationale for the marriage put for- 
ward by media-watchers was that the two 
need to join forces to be able to resist a 
foreign (American) takeover. That is rather 
rich! In the sense that neither company is 
owned by folk of Anglo-Celtic stock, it 
could be argued that an ‘American’ (i.e. 
Jewish) takeover couldn’t make things more 
foreign than they already are. 

On a more serious note, the imperative of 
British ownership (real British ownership) 
of such mass media combines is every bit as 
urgent as that affecting manufacturing indus- 
try. How on earth can such concerns other- 
wise speak for the British people? 
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A LEADER ARTICLE appeared last month in the 
official British National Party newspaper 7he Voice 
of Freedom which calls urgently for comment. The 
article drew attention to a policy on the part of the 
news media, with particular reference to The Guar- 
dian newspaper, of ‘talking up’ BNP expectations in 
two local government by-elections in the North of 
England in October in order to leave the party's 
supporters deflated and demoralised if these expec- 
tations were not realised. 

As it turned out, the two elections — in Burnley 
and in Calderdale, Yorks. — did not result in victories 
for the BNP. Elsewhere in this issue, we have 
voiced the opinion that the party’s chances in 
Burnley were gravely damaged by two stupid, and 
wholly avoidable, actions preceding the election 
which made big news in the North West of England, 
namely the deliberate publicising of an internal 
disciplinary matter which should have been dealt 
with quietly behind closed doors, and an utterly 
inexcusable letter sent to the Lancashire Evening 
Telegraph by a party councillor in Blackburn attack- 
ing BNP councillors in nearby Burnley (for which the 
writer appears to have received only the mildest rap 
over the knuckles). 

Of course, The Guardian, which, like its bedfellow 
The Observer, closely follows developments in the 
BNP, gleefully seized upon this internal trouble in 
the party to engage in a bit of psychological warfare 
along the lines The Voice of Freedom describes. But 
the fact remains that, in Burnley at least, it was 
presented with a gift in this regard; the party’s 
defeat there was self-inflicted. In the first case, the 
by-election might have been avoided; and in the 
second case, in the event of it being unavoidable, 
the BNP almost certainly would have achieved a 
much better result but for the adverse publicity 
given to the disciplinary action and the letter. 


DAMAGE-LIMITATION 

It would seem to us that the BNP leadership, 
realising that the party could lose heavily in Burnley 
in consequence of these factors, decided upon a 
damage-limitation exercise by way of The Voice of 
Freedom, which looked as if its purpose was to get 
it (the leadership) off a hook of its own creation — 
by focusing on the diabolical journalism of an anti- 
BNP newspaper in order to deflect attention from its 
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WHICH COMES FIRST: 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
OR THE EUROS? 


own folly. 
The VoF leader then goes on to say:- 
“It is important for all of our supporters that we 
remain clearly focused on what are our short-term 
goals. 
“While winning local council elections puts the BNP 
on the road to attaining some local influence, it is the 
actual percentage vote in these elections which is 
really important for us at the moment.” 


EUROPE THE PRIORITY? 


The article goes on to make clear that, in the view 
of its writer, the top priority for the party is success 
in the coming elections next year to the European 
Parliament. It then speaks of percentages of the 
vote recently achieved in local government by-elec- 
tions in three limited ward-size areas and projects 
these onto the level of whole regions in order to 
assess the possibility of regional seats won in the 
elections to Europe — giving seemingly no consider- 
ation at all to other areas in those regions where 
local conditions are entirely different and where the 
BNP presence is negligible, if not non-existent. 

This seems to us very much like a conscious 
playing down of the importance of winning council 
seats in order to shift the weight of priority onto the 
Euro elections. 

Spearhead disagrees fundamentally with this 
view. In many parts of Britain the BNP has excellent 
opportunities to win large numbers of new council 
seats in next year’s elections to local government, 
whereas its chances of winning seats in Europe are, 
to put the best possible gloss on it, speculative. As 
the decision to contest the Euro elections on the 
largest possible scale has been made and is not 
likely now to be reversed, BNP members have the 
duty to support the campaign to that purpose. But 
what is extremely worrying is that the priority given 
to this campaign could result in opportunities to get 
many more local councillors elected — which has 
been shown very demonstratively to be possible — 
not being exploited to a fraction of their potential. 

In support of the priority given to Europe, much 
stress has been placed on the financial benefits to 
the party (but not those to the winning candidates!) 
of the BNP getting seats. We will have to see 
whether such benefits justify the apparent putting 
of council elections in second place. 


Tony Blair, in essence, is very little more 
than a gigantic media ramp, bought into early 
by hard-nosed corporate interests. These big 
players are not yet ready to dump their stock. 
The Murdoch press is still very much on the 
premises, the Mirror group reclaimed, the 
Express onside; even the Daily Telegraph 
seems better disposed to Tony Blair than to 
the Tory leader, Iain Duncan Smith. It was 
very hard indeed — perhaps impossible — for 
Tony Blair to fail. 

This week in Bournemouth was a corpor- 
ate show, not a party conference. Labour 
Party managers will reflect on this with 
pride, and so in a sense they should. But it is 
unhealthy. Politics is dying out in Britain, 
going the way of the red telephone box and 
seaside holidays. 

PETER OBORNE 
The Spectator (4.10.03) 


Our culture has lost all sense of modesty, 
shame or personal respect. It has become 
instead vicious and voyeuristic. Pornography, 
violence, cruelty and humiliation are now 
mass primetime entertainment. 

Bad behaviour is celebrated on TV and is 
a passport to fame and money. Sex is held to 
have no deeper value than as a means of 
instant gratification. Continence is so last- 
century; group sex parties and partner-swop- 
ping are now relationship chic. 

Privacy is out; sex is now public entertain- 
ment. Hence the rescheduling to a primetime 
TV slot this week of Teen Big Brother, a 
so-called ‘educational’ programme which 
just happens to feature an actual sex act — 
another historic achievement for humanity 
by Channel Four. 

Much of this sexual promiscuity is being 
driven by family disintegration, which for 
girls creates in particular feelings of sexual 
worthlessness and disrespect for the body. 

MELANIE PHILLIPS 
Daily Mail (13.10.03) 


Several years ago I moved to Munich, a 
city as close to Heaven on Earth as mankind 
has yet created, yet even there the tendrils of 
British obnoxiousness were apparent in the 
steady stream of casual workers who sat in 
bars attempting to attract the attention of 
young women by throwing beer mats or pea- 
nuts at them. And the less said the better 
about the soccer fans, who got as drunk as 
possible on arrival before walking the streets 
shouting Sieg Heil! before their arrest and 
deporation. To say such behaviour made me 
utterly embarrassed to be British is a gross 
understatement. 

I returned to England last Christmas and, 
already shocked at the vandalised state of the 
neighbourhood, witnessed the horror of 40 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


or 50 youths ambling around our village 
churchyard on Christmas Eve drinking beer 
and urinating against the walls of the church 
— their evening’s entertainment... 

These yobs worship the twin gods of New 
Britain, ugliness and stupidity — a religion 
that has been picked up and promoted to the 
hilt by advertisers, media owners, film- 
makers, etc.... ugliness and stupidity are 
venerated and celebrated by so many that no 
politician dare do anything to upset their 
mindless unaspirational adherents. 

MICHAEL PERRIS 

Letter in The Daily Telegraph (17.10.03) 


A recent visit to England was a real eye- 
opener when it came to the question of 
detaining asylum-seekers. As with entry into 
Australia, these people had gone through 
numerous other countries, some predomin- 
antly of their own faith, to enter illegally and 
sometimes with force (stoning of trains and 
their drivers in France). 

Many were given freedom and accommo- 
dation in four-star hotels while awaiting the 
processing of their application and repaid the 
courtesy by trashing the hotels, throwing 
rocks at passers-by and relieving themselves 
in the grounds. 

Inhabitants of streets with a big number of 
asylum-seekers are afraid to venture out 
because of the violence. There have been 
riots in some cities with business and prop- 
erty being vandalised and burned. 

S. SAUNDERS 
Letter in The West Australian (30.9.03) 


Murderer Winston Silcott is to be released 
from jail next week after serving 18 years. 

He will come out to a £67,000 payout 
following his wrongful conviction for the 
murder of PC Keith Blakelock during the 
Broadwater Farm riots in Tottenham in 1985. 

At the time PC Blakelock was killed, 
Silcott was on bail for stabbing to death 
boxer Anthony Smith, for which he was 
subsequently convicted. 

The Silcott case has always disturbed me 
for a number of reasons. 

He could never have been accused, 
wrongly or otherwise, of killing PC Blake- 
lock if he had been behind bars on remand 
when it happened, as he should have been. 

Why was he ever given bail on the serious 
charge of murdering Anthony Smith? 

How many other accused murderers are 
wandering the streets awaiting trial? 

If Silcott didn’t kill PC Blakelock, who 
did? 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (17.10.03) 


The fact that the Tories could not even 
gain political capital during an unpopular 
war is a further sign of their impotence. 

Just as Blair fell in behind Bush way too 
early, so too IDS fell in behind Blair. 

Instead of demanding to know what threat 
Saddam was to British interests — surely a 
Conservative position — the Tories became 
little more than the fleas on a poodle. 

The ‘natural’ party of government has 
become so spectacularly unable to transform 
itself into a ‘natural’ party of opposition that 
many say the party is over. 

SUZANNE MOORE 
The Mail on Sunday (12.10.03) 


And wouldn’t it be more rewarding for the 
police, on both a personal and an institutional 
level, if they investigated things that were 
actually, you know, um... against the law? 
That is to say things from which they might 
stand a half-chance of securing not merely a 
prosecution but a conviction too? 

But the thing is, we are in the topsy-turvy 
world of New Scotland Yard’s Diversity 
Directorate and its commander, who until 
last month was a woman abiding under the 
name of Cressida Dick. Commander Dick 
pledged to remove from the world that 
terrible thing, ‘hate’, wherever it raised its 
head. I feel sure that, given a chance, she 
would have ‘hate’ replaced, wherever it was 
manifest, by ‘love’ — which is a noble aspir- 
ation, I am sure, but perhaps better suited to 
someone like the late Princess Diana... 

The Diversity Directorate has a number of 
‘core’ objectives, as I dare say you might 
imagine it has: ‘To improve the prevention 
and investigation of racial and violent crime 
by setting minimum qualitative standards 
and creating a review process.’ That’s the 
top one. The Directorate also insists, in prose 
that emanates from some dark distant place 
away beyond parody, that it will ‘develop 
anti-hate crime partnerships’ across this 
great country of ours.’ Check out its website 
and you will be rewarded with a tirade of 
hatred about hate, together with uplifting 
anti-hate messages from such social lumin- 
aries as the American actor Bill Cosby. 
Commander Dick has weighed in too, with a 
few choice epithets of her own, such as: 
“people should not have to go through life 
being subject to abuse because of what they 
are or what they believe in.’ Unless, of 
course, they are racists. Then they should be 
subject not just to abuse, but dawn raids and 
unsuccessful prosecution by Commander 
Dick or her successor Commander Allen. 

ROD LIDDLE 
The Spectator (11.10.03) 
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Not just a failure of policy, 


more still a failure of 


CHARACTER 


PETER HITCHENS, writing in The Spec- 
tator magazine on the 4th October, carried 
out one of the most devastating demolit- 
ions of the Tory Party published in the 
mainstream media in modern times. 
Hitchens, whose mother is Jewish and 
who takes a generally ‘kosher’ position on 
Middle Eastern and racial matters, will 
never be an ally of organised British 
Nationalism, least of all a friend of the 
BNP. Nevertheless, his contributions to 
the growing political enlightenment in the 
world of British journalism must be fairly 
acknowledged. His Spectator article, titled 
‘A party split from top to toe’, also 
published in abridged form in The Mail on 
Sunday on October 5th, was a genuine 
tour de force, and it will have given no 
comfort to those who still complacently 
hold onto the hope that some kind of 
‘reformist? movement in the ranks of 
Conservatism can rescue it from its slide 
to oblivion. 
Said Hitchens in his opening words:- 


“No power on earth can sustain an idea 
whose time has gone. Can we all please 
stop pretending that the Conservative 
Party is worth saving or keeping, or that it 
can ever win another election? This 
delusion is an obstacle to the creation of a 
proper pro-British movement, neither 
bigoted nor politically correct, which is 
the only hope of ending the present one- 
party state. The continued existence of the 
Tory Party as a bogeyman with which to 
frighten dissenters is one of the few things 
that holds together the equally bankrupt 
Labour Party. Without it, the frequent 
Blairite cry of ‘If you don’t back me, the 
Thatcherites will return’ could no longer 
be used. The Conservative Party, in all its 
shambling ineptitude and pathos, is also a 
major reason for the growth of the Liberal 
Democrats, grateful recipients of the any- 
one-but-the-Tories vote, which is cast for 
Charles Kennedy, not because of what he 
is but because of what he is not.” 


Of course, no one should expect a 
journalist in Hitchens’ league to call, by 
implication, for the creation of a pro-British 
movement outside the Tory Party without 
inserting the words ‘neither bigoted’ immed- 
iately afterwards — perish the thought that he 
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could be calling for something like the BNP! 
But since the BNP does not qualify for the 
description ‘bigoted’ anyway this can be 
ignored; bigotry, by definition, is a blind 
commitment to an idea or preference that 
defies reason and facts; our own commit- 
ment to racial nationalism is based on an 


JOHN TYNDALL 
suggests some 


closing words 
for the epitaph of 
the Tory Party 


objective observation of the world around us. 
We can therefore overcome disqualification 
from the kind of movement for which Mr. 
Hitchens calls, even if in his mind we should 
be disqualified. 


DUNCAN SMITH 
It is not because of him that the Tories are 
in terminal illness; it is because of the ill- 
ness that they get leaders like him. 


Meanwhile we should be grateful to Mr. 
Hitchens for echoing a truth which was high- 
lighted in this very magazine in January 
1992, when the present writer said:- 


“Tt is the Tories who again and again have 
acted as a barrier to the formation of an 
effective combination of patriotic forces 


in Britain which might, by obtaining 
political power, reverse the tide of national 
betrayal, retreat, surrender, humiliation 
and decline...” 


Hitchens went on to say of Conservatives 
of today, with particular reference to the 
younger elements who perhaps like to dream 
of political careers ahead of them:- 


“They do not like to think, and generally 
refuse to do so because they believe it is 
safer to avoid such dangerous activity. 
This is not unreasonable, given the 
irreconcilable forces that vie with each 
other for mastery. The few who do think 
tend to ponder their own survival and 
seek to suck up to the spirit of the age. 
The spirit of the age is not very impressed, 
since it already has quite enough parties 
devoted to it and suspects that Conser- 
vatives do not really have their hearts in 
the sexual and cultural revolution.” 


And he continued:- 


“This has actually been going on for a 
long time, but polite people have pre- 
ferred not to mention it. Many let the 
Tories off during the Cold war. They 
ignored their cowardice over the big 
social issues, their failure to save or 
restore grammar schools, to stand up for 
marriage, to understand the European 
issue, to preserve, protect or defend any- 
thing old, beloved or beautiful...” 


Craven surrenders 


Safer. Sucking up. Cowardice. These are 
the key words that stand out from the above 
passages, and they get to the very heart of 
what is wrong with modern Conservatism 
much more fundamentally than condem- 
nations of wrong turns in policy. What are 
the latter but craven surrenders to fashion- 
able ideology rather than genuinely thought- 
out solutions to the ills of the country? And 
why the surrenders? Because, simply, Tories 
on the way up have tended, almost 
exclusively, to be interested in self-pro- 
motion in their chosen profession rather than 
in ideas or principles, let alone in public 
duty. They have jostled for places on the 
dung heap of modern mainstream politics, 
never seeming to consider that they were 
wrong to have landed themselves there to 


begin with, that there might be better, nobler 
political locations: grander instruments for 
service to which they might dedicate them- 
selves. 

All this is a reflection on the character of 
today’s politician — the Tory politician as 
much as the politicians of the rival parties, 
indeed perhaps even more so because in the 
Tory case it involves, much more than with 
the others, a preparedness to jettison prin- 
ciples of traditional party faith in return for a 
seat on the gravy train. The gravy train of 
mainstream British politics has for more 
than half a century been moving irresistibly 
and irrevocably /eft — towards globalism, 
internationalism, social and cultural liberal- 
ism, multi-racialism and everything else 
sheltering under the banner of political 
correctness. That is the course that all must 
take if they are going to pursue rewarding 
careers within the system. This ‘spirit of the 
age’, as Hitchens has termed it, has gripped 
the Tory Party thoroughly by the throat, and 
it demands obedience, subservience and total 
loyalty — failure to show which is likely to 
cast the political tyro out into the wilderness, 
career smashed, place at the feeding trough 
relinquished and reputation besmirched 
beyond repair. 

And the trouble is that there is almost no 
one in that party, let alone in the others, who 
is prepared to risk such a fate — even if to do 
so is to be politically and morally in the right. 
We now have a situation in Britain not 
dissimilar to that in Soviet Russia, where 
there was a certain established ‘orthodoxy’ 
to which every office-holder had to genuflect 
— or at least not dare to challenge openly, 
even though national and world events were 
discrediting that orthodoxy more and more 
by the day. We have a vast network of paid 
apparatchiks going about their business in 
the service of a lie — and which more and 
more of them, in their own hearts, know to 
be a lie. But this fact does not disturb them, 
least of all induce them to break free from 
the racket and ally themselves with the 
forces of truth. That would be to lay them- 
selves open to certain uncomfortable hazards, 
of which the loss of their offices and jobs 
would be the most certain of all. Just a little 
way behind would be the bogey of social 
ostracism — no more invitations to dinner in 
Islington or the genteel country homes where 
the liberal élite congregate and flatter each 
other. So soaked up in this demi-monde of 
comfortable and pleasant national twilight 
has our political class become that no exist- 
ence outside it is bearable even to think of. 


The cowardice of a 
ruling class on the run 

These are, of course, the classic symp- 
toms of cowardice: in this case the cowar- 
dice of a ruling class on the run because the 
stomach to fight and rebel simply isn’t there. 
And here is the absolutely vital point that 
must be understood if we are to grapple with 


this phenomenon: no amount of persuasion 
that current policies are leading to national 
disaster, that there must be a better way 
politically, will move these people to change 
course. Even if this “better way’ is trimmed 
of all its rough edges, refined to the nth 
degree, presented in words so mild and 
dainty that no one could reasonably object to 
them, it will be to no avail. Conversion pre- 
supposes a backbone that is wholly lacking. 
The intellect to perceive the truth and good 
sense of our message may well be present; 
but the character needed to embrace it does 
not exist. 


Yet the party’s newest 
policies, far from building 
an image of courage and 
consistency, often betray 
the sort of panicky popu- 
lism that weak oppositions 
fall into at the last moment 
and lose credibility by. 

Ferdinand Mount on the Tory 


conference (Sunday Times, 
12th October) 


The very rationale of the soft, liberal 
section of the Tory Party that is now in the 
ascendant betrays the defeatist mindset by 
which the party has been gripped. It says that 
the Tories cannot possibly hope to win 
another election unless they come to terms 
with the new age of multi-culturalism, 
permissiveness and ‘gay’ rights — essentially 
that they become more Blairite than Tony 
Blair. This completely alters the whole 
meaning and purpose of fighting elections. A 
Party is supposed to contest elections and 
win power in order to put itself in a position 
to carry out a programme that is funda- 
mentally different from that of the party 
presently in office — an aim that presumes 
that the present programme is utterly wrong. 
If the purpose of winning power is not to 
change that programme fundamentally but 
only to tinker with it at the edges, why on 
earth not let the present gang get on with it 
and just make a few mild corrective 
suggestions from the sidelines? What on 
earth is the point of defeating one party of 
liberals, globalists, multi-racialists and 
disciples of political correctness merely in 
order to replace it with another of almost 
exactly the same type? 

The only possible answer can be that the 
purpose is not really a national change of 
direction at all but merely a change in the 
personnel employed in top management, of 
jobs for one set of boys and girls rather than 
another set of boys and girls. In other words, 
the driving force behind all political activity 
is that of career, office, personal power and 


the enjoyment of being in the news, not any 
powerful ideals for the betterment of land 
and people. 

A system, a body politic, where this has 
become the norm attracts into the profession 
the very worst types for getting anything 
done. It attracts careerists, egotists, self- 
servers, fame-seekers, brown-nosers, occu- 
pational parasites and above all cowards. In 
short, it puts character at a discount — and 
indeed reacts with suspicion, not to say 
hostility, to anyone displaying the slightest 
glimmering of that attribute. Yet at a time of 
national crisis it is character in our ruling 
circles that is needed more than at any other 
time. And if a reforming movement is to be 
created which will one day clear out the 
augean stables and install better men and 
women in office, men and women who will 
halt the sickening spiral of national decline 
and plant the seeds of national resurgence, 
that movement must place character in a 
position of absolute paramountcy over every- 
thing. Without character at the top, nothing 
valuable can ever be done. All the finest 
manifestos that the human brain can devise, 
all the high-flown theories, all the brilliant 
achievements of intellect, will be of no use 
unless people of the necessary character are 
installed in power to give effect to them. 

And that means not only carrying out the 
positive measures that the nation needs for 
its recovery but standing up with courage 
and resolution against the massed battalions 
of vested interest that undoubtedly will be 
mobilised to prevent such measures; it 
means defending, not abandoning the 
defences; it means fighting, not running 
away. 


Enduring fallacy 
There has long been a fallacy enjoying 
support in nationalist circles which holds 
that if members of the public are reluctant to 
embrace our political beliefs and join parties 
like the BNP it is because those beliefs are 
presented too stridently and uncomprom- 
isingly, and that if we water them down so 
that they become just a tame version of the 
original, little distinguishable from the 
politics of, say, ‘right-wing’ Conservatism, 
the hitherto reluctant recruits will throw 
aside their reluctance and come aboard. This 
is to misunderstand completely the real 
reasons for such people’s non-involvement. 
It is not because nationalist policies as we 
have been presenting them are too ‘extreme’, 
too ‘harsh’, too unpalatable to people’s 
consciences; it is because those people 
simply lack the inner moral fibre to identify 
themselves, at least for the moment, with 
opinions that are ‘unfashionable’ and might 
get them into trouble with their friends, their 
neighbours and, perhaps most importantly of 
all, their employers. 
If policies are trimmed so as to sound 
‘nicer’, ‘gentler, more ‘moderate’, those 
Contd. overleaf 
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NOT JUST A FAILURE OF 
POLICY, MORE STILLA 


FAILURE OF CHARACTER 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


same people will continue to find excuses for 
not joining because we have not touched one 
iota upon the real source of their drawing 
back; we have not addressed the reality of 
their failings of character. And in the mean- 
time, in the course of diluting our beliefs (or 
at least the public exposition of them) we 
stand every good chance of alienating our 
natural and solid constituency of hard-core 
nationalist loyalists, who will defect to 
organisations in which they see firmer ideo- 
logical resolve, or else drop out of political 
activity altogether. 

We should certainly not abandon the 
quest for public acceptability and go to the 
extreme of embracing political associations 
that cut no ice with contemporary Britons, 
associations that are linked to the nutty 
fringe who engage in politics merely out of 
exhibitionism and self-indulgence; we should 
continue with the strategy of building the 
BNP into a mass movement, contesting 
elections and winning them — now at the 
local government level and tomorrow at the 
parliamentary one. We should continue 
bidding for the support of mainstream Britain, 
as we have long been doing. 


Casting away delusion 

But we should cast away the self- 
delusion that there is a massive wave of 
participant support from the professional 
middle classes just waiting to flow our way if 
we will moderate our policies a little more, 
trim a little more and offer a little more in the 
way of juicy morsels to ‘liberal’ opinion by 
parading token Blacks and Asians in our 
campaign publicity. This will do nothing to 
add to the votes we are already getting, nor to 
swell the ranks of the members we are 
already recruiting. You see, where there are 
people in these classes who have the char- 
acter to take the plunge and involve them- 
selves in the BNP they will do so on the 
strength of our policies as we have been 
proclaiming them for at least the past decade 
— policies which events are proving more 
and more to be right. Where such people do 
not have that character they will continue to 
reject us, even if we weaken those policies 
till we are blue in the face and dress them up 
in the most sugary coating that spin-doctors 
can devise. Such people will come aboard 
proudly and openly when newspapers like 
The Times and The Daily Telegraph give us 
their public endorsement and when the occu- 
pations in which they earn their livings are 
no longer in the grip of establishment power 
and patronage. That will take a political 
earthquake in this country which at the 
moment is completely beyond our capability 
to bring about. In the meantime, there is a 
constituency out there consisting of large 
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numbers of strong, sturdy, patriotic British 
people whom we can win over by continuing 
to win seats on councils, increasing our 
credibility and attracting ever greater serious 
public notice. Many of them are people who 
have turned their backs on the Tory Party 
precisely because of its cowardice and flabb- 
iness and are looking for something closer to 
the John Bull tradition. We are not going to 
win them over by looking and talking like 
the party they have rejected. 

The reason, above all others, why the 
Tory Party is sunk in irremediable decline is 
that, in its human content, the character to 
stand up and fight is lacking. The weak and 
watery policies that have distinguished the 
Tories, whether in government or oppos- 
ition, are not the result of intellectual error — 
though strength of intellect in the party is 
sparse enough; they are the result of Tory 
leaders shirking policies they know to be 
necessary and right because the exertion of 
character needed to adopt and defend them is 
just too much. Says Hitchens:- 


“The wretched Major years, in which 
Britain experienced its first New Labour 
government without realising it, are a 
warning to anyone who imagines that a 
Tory victory at the next election would 
end our national decline or reverse the 
damage done by Blairism. The Conser- 
vative Party has had ineffectual, direct- 
ionless leaders since 1990 because it is an 
ineffectual and directionless party. It is 
idle and silly to imagine that a different 
leader might change things now...” 


The one bone which many readers will 
pick with the above assertion lies in the 
words “since 1990.” However, the writer’s 
point is powerfully enough made. But why is 
the Tory Party so ineffectual and direction- 
less? Precisely because of the moral calibre 
of the people comprising it — not, perhaps, all 
the people at the grass roots but most 
certainly the people who have dominated its 
upper tiers for several decades. 


Smooth faces and dead eyes 

And there seems no sign that this is about 
to change. Run your gaze over the people in 
the platform party at any Tory conference, 
and then focus on those in the front rows of 
the audience within range of the TV cameras. 
You will see lots of young men with smooth 
faces, dead eyes and personalities bordering 
on the effeminate. You will search in vain 
for fellows who have the aspect of Royal 
Marines or Paras, or who might look at home 
in the England rugby XV. Then if you study 
their elders the impression is no different; 
the hair is just greyer or less plentiful and the 
appearance of tiredness even more pro- 
nounced. The whole bunch have the look of 
people who will not fight for anything. 

The immigrant invasion of Britain has 
reached floodtide proportions. The change in 
the demographic look of our towns and cities 
is taking place at such a frightening speed 


that we face the complete extinction of our 
national identity within a generation or two. 
Meanwhile, crime headlines and statis- 
tics, together with the facts of educational 
non-achievement, make clear to all that the 
myth of human ‘equality’, and the dream of a 
successful multi-racial society, have gone up 
in smoke never to be resurrected. These 
realities underline the overwhelming truth 
that the immigrant avalanche is in danger of 
destroying Britain more completely and 
permanently than could have happened 
through any military defeat in our long history. 
Yet what have our political ‘leaders’ 
been doing while this disaster has been 
unfolding? They have been cowering in their 


PORTILLO 
Changed from 
right-wing 
Rambo to 
liberal pussy- 
cat as oppor- 


tunism 
beckoned. 


funkholes looking the other way and preten- 
ding that nothing has been happening — when 
they have not been bounding forth to embrace 
the invaders with welcoming arms. Do these 
‘leaders’ — in particular the ‘leaders’ of 
Conservatism, who represent a party and 
creed theoretically opposed to the ‘equality’ 
fantasy and committed to defending the 
national frontiers — really not know what is 
taking place under their very eyes? Can they 
really claim ignorance of the implications of 
the present open-door policy? The suppos- 
ition just is not credible. They do know, and 
they do nothing. Why? Because the incest- 
uous, tight little, safe little world of West- 
minster politics and its outposts in the 
constituencies around the country is too 
precious for them to risk giving up. Their 
unblemished reputations in the columns of 
the national newspapers are gilt-edged 
investments without which, politically, they 
would starve and freeze to death. The social 
and commercial whirl of the liberal estab- 
lishment, with its rewarding goodies for 
those who bow and scrape and conform — 
sleeping city directorships, TV appearance 
fees, book royalties, the ever-addictive 
narcotic of popular celebrity — all such things 
are more important to them than patriotic 
duty, their obligation to yet unborn millions 
of their nation and race. 

With such people, nothing can be done or 
ever will be done. Policy arguments are 
futile because, to them, policies are expend- 
able commodities to be taken up or aban- 
doned according to what serves career and 
personal interest. The metamorphosis of 


“ 


a) 


Michael Portillo from the Tory Party’s right- 
wing Rambo to its dripping wet liberal 
pussycat says that all that has to be said; and 
Portillo is not untypical of the party as a 
whole, merely the most ostentatious of its 
political acrobats: first facing one way and 
then in a short time the exact opposite way as 
opportunism calls. A less spectacular but 
equally substantial about-turn was that of the 
leader himself, who when the rising member 
for Chingford a few years ago was making 
noises of a distinctly traditionalist flavour 
but later, when his nostrils scented the 
leadership in the offing, made an abject 
surrender from almost all his previous 
positions and became the party’s lead singer 
in the chorus of ‘inclusiveness’. 

It cannot be said often enough and with 
force enough: our movement, the BNP, if it 
is to serve its founding purpose and act as the 
instrument for the salvation of Britain, must 
reject utterly everything that the Tory and 
other parties in Westminster represent — not 
only in the policies they espouse but in the 
character of those who conduct and lead 
them. We must be as different from them as 
would beings from another planet. We must 
bring the toughness and courage of our 
fighting ancestors, the heroes of Trafalgar, 
Waterloo and Rorke’s Drift, into the arena of 


politics where such things have been so 
lamentably lacking in the sad and shameful 
era of modern Britain. 

None of this is to suggest that we should 
proclaim our beliefs in crude and ill-mann- 
ered language, that we should not speak and 
behave with dignity in all our campaigns for 
popular support. But it is to state that if we 
try to compete with the other parties in the 
game of compromise and weakness, showing 
ourselves not as crusaders for race and nation 
but as mere ‘politicians’, jostling with them 
for places on the merrygoround of career 
advancement and personal reward, we will 
assuredly lose — because it is a game at which 
they are far more practised and expert than 
we. 


The leader the product of the party 


As far as the Tories are concerned, the 
current media obsession with the leadership 
issue completely ignores what is really 
wrong. Duncan Smith most certainly is use- 
less, but of immediate alternatives there is 
nobody any better. It is not because of 
Duncan Smith that the party is in its present 
terminal illness; it is because of the illness 
that it gets leaders like Duncan Smith. 

Hitchens concluded his Spectator article 
with these words:- 


“The Tory Party is a train wreck, not a 
train, an obstacle rather than a vehicle. 
There are many good and intelligent 
people trapped in the twisted ruins who 
would flourish if only they were released, 
but are now prevented from doing so by a 
pointless discipline. There are many 
voters currently unable to vote Tory even 
while holding their noses, who long for a 
party that speaks for them and the 
country. Such a party cannot begin to 
grow until the Tory delusion is dispelled 
and this movement, whose time is gone, 
splits and disappears. Let it be soon.” 


And hear, hear to most of that! When the 
train is wrecked beyond repair, what is 
needed is not a new driver but the scrap- 
metal squad. But let us not imagine that the 
good and intelligent people of whom 
Hitchens speaks will in themselves be 
enough. Their goodness and _ intelligence 
must be harnessed to strength of character. 
Otherwise the ‘movement’ of which he also 
speaks will go the same way as the party it 
replaces. 

And the movement does not need 
creating; it is already here, though Mr. 
Hitchens will not wish to acknowledge it. 
May it retain the toughness and resolve 
which has taken it thus far. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


A CHIROPRACTOR from Canada is 
threatened with deportation from Britain 
because she owns her own business and, 
according to hitherto existing immigration 
rules, therefore has no right to stay. 

Dr. Maryellen Stephens (32), came 
here from Canada as a student in 1996. 
She opened a clinic in Redruth, Cornwall, 
has treated more than 1,000 patients and 
is strongly backed by local residents, who 
say she provides a much-needed service. 

Miss Stephens (who from her name 
sounds as if she is of British descent) has 
never claimed benefits and has always 
paid taxes. 


* * 


BRITAIN is likely to adopt a ruling from the 
European Court of Human Rights which 
says that trans-sexuals must be allowed to 
take part in sporting events under their new 
gender, even if they have not yet had genital 
reassignment surgery. Opponents of the 
ruling have argued that this would give 
male-to-female trans-sexuals an unfair 
advantage. 

* * * 


MEANWHILE a case in the courts is being 
brought by the Army’s first trans-sexual 
soldier, Joanne Wingate (42) formerly 
Sergeant-Major Joe Rushton. She (he) told 
an employment tribunal in Bristol that she 
(he) was humiliated by soldiers dressed as 


drag queens at a parade. Her (his) command- 
er’s failure to stop this made her (him) feel 
isolated, and she (he) is claiming sex dis- 
crimination. 

* * * 


STILL on the same subject, Manchester 
City Council is looking for a Lesbian 
Development Worker and is offering 
£20,000 a year. The post has been estab- 
lished “to facilitate the formulation and 
development of sustainable networks and 
self-organised groups among the Lesbian 
Communities of Manchester (the council’s 
capitals) and to co-ordinate volunteer 
involvement within the project.” 


* * * 


CRIMINALS are being spared prison sen- 
tences because jails are overcrowded and 
there isn’t money enough to build new ones. 

But a £2 million scheme has begun for 
painting jail cells pink to make the inmates 
feel happier. 

Cell walls have already been redecorated 
in a variety of other pastel shades at five 
nicks. Flowers and ornaments have also 
been placed in cells and on landings in order 
to help prisoners feel ‘calmer’. 

* * * 
IT was revealed last month that Comic 
Relief donations have been used to fund a 


group run by a former IRA bomber to help 
ex-prisoners jailed for terrorism. Another 


beneficiary is ‘One’, a ‘gay’ youth line 
project which gives explicit tips on making 
sex “more pleasurable’. The sum involved is 
not known. Also not known is the size of 
the Comic Relief grant given to ‘Kick-ass’, 
a charity that uses its money to buy comput- 
ers to produce Internet-based ‘sex-educat- 
ion’ video games, including one with a 
naked character picking up condoms. 

* * 


THE eight members of a class of trainee 
traffic wardens were arrested when they 
arrived for a lesson in Camden, North 
London. They were all illegal immigrants 
from Nigeria. 


* * * 


AN asylum-seeker jailed for sexually ass- 
aulting a 76-year-old grandmother has 
been awarded £15,000 for a breach of his 
human rights. 

Abdelkadir Mohammed carried out the 
attack only five days after lodging his 
asylum claim. He was sentenced to three 
years (no, that’s not a misprint!) in jail and 
the judge said he should then be deported to 
Somalia 

But when his term was up, Mr. Mohammed 
argued that he would be persecuted if he 
went back home. He was detained while his 
case was pending. Now the High Court has 
ruled that this was illegal. Hence the award. 

* *K 
WHILE the Government plans further tax 
increases, it is giving £4 million towards a 
new Muslim school in Birmingham follow- 
ing demands from the Asian community. 
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IMMIGRATION is transforming this country 
in a way that is making the liberal élite run 
scared. Unauthorised entry into Britain is 
characterised by greed, opportunism, 
fraud, nihilism, invasion, political coercion 
and legal corruption. Everything that the 


repugnant to them: cultural backwardness, 
the oppression of women, the wanton, 
pointless tribal violence, the cruelty to 
animals, the widespread prevalence of 
bonded child labour. But these are the 
types of people and cultures they purport to 


THE BRITISH CITIZENSHIP DEBATE 


The liberal élites 
are getting worried 


liberals — the 500 or so individuals who run 
our administrative system and the media — 
stand for is slowly, but dangerously, being 
undermined. And they are beginning to 
suspect it. 

The several million people of diverse 
nationality who have come to this country 
within the last 25 years — arate of popu- 
lation transfer unequalled in peacetime 
Europe — has succeeded in subverting 
democracy (since the immigrants know 
they have not come with the consent of 
the people amongst whom they choose to 
live). They are changing fundamentally our 
cultural norms to their own advantage and 
they are getting those in the liberal estab- 
lishment actually to lie about the character 
and history of their own country. 

The false consciousness that ethnic 
minorities bring into this country (based 
loosely on “Britain has always been an 
immigration country,” or “we were invited 
here,” or “we now live in a globalised 
world,” etc.) is being daily and insidiously 
reflected in academe, in school textbooks 
(especially sociology books), the media and 
official publications. 

But one difficulty for liberals is that 
there is, by contrast with communist or 
theocratic regimes, no one overriding 
ideological script to which they can all 
adhere. 

The term ‘multi’ — whether it means 
ethnic groups, cultures, nationalities or 
religions — is a prefix that reeks of intell- 
ectual incoherence. It would be confusing 
for the minorities themselves if it were not 
for the fact that they couldn’t care less 
how they are described. The liberal élite 
have trapped themselves into a whirlpool of 
linguistic and anthropo- logical confusion. 


What the media really think 


| have never met any member of the 
media élite who talks as if Britain is a 
genuine multi-cultural society. They do not, 
for example, recognise any of the foreign 
languages they hear in their own neigh- 
bourhoods. Their own bourgeois consumer- 
ist values make them actually dislike 
‘ethnicity’ in the abstract. What they do 
know about foreign cultures is deeply 
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speak up for. 

But the problem for liberals goes deeper 
than this. As Frank Kimbal Johnson pointed 
out last month, they have a radically 
mistaken mindset on racial issues. Cultural 
identity in any country — but especially in 
ethnic nations — is based on ancestry, 
whether western liberals find this distaste- 
ful or not. Possibly those living in Third 
World countries (where different but 
kindred ethnic groups live in territorial 
states) can become civic-type citizens. 
This is what liberal-socialists prefer 
because then the racial/ethnic dimension 
gets stripped out. A civic society held 
together by political or religious values 
becomes the closest thing you can get toa 
Sovietised society (or, ironically, an 
Americanised one). 

In most Third World countries local 
people either speak their own dialects, as 
in South Asia or Africa, or speak the same 
language as everyone else in neighbouring 
countries, as in the Middle East and Latin 
America. The irony, then, is that it is easier 
for an Englishman to become a ‘Kenyan’ 
than for a ‘Kenyan’ to become an 


THEY KEEP COMING IN... 
... As as they do so they store up yet more 
headaches for the liberal élite. 


Englishman, simply because the former is 
an ethnic category and the latter is a 
citizenship category. 

This important fact is, of course, 
deliberately overlooked. There can be no 


such person as a ‘British-Asian’ since you 
can’t combine two racial categories unless 
there is miscegenation (a polite word for 
interbreeding) between two racial groups. 
To overcome this obvious handicap, some 
liberals now deny that Britishness was ever 
an ethnic thing in the first place. This is 
done not simply to appease the immigrants, 
but in order to get half-way to a socialised 
society defined in political terms. 


Ethnicity won't go away 

But, once again, they find this difficult to 
bring about if Britain has ethnic ‘minor- 
ities’, since this implies there are ethnic 
majorities. Ethnicity keeps rearing its ugly 
head. The Home Office believes people can 
become ‘British’ by merely having a 
knowledge of our language, national 
culture and political institutions. In other 
words, you can simply ‘learn’ to be British 
(and presumably un-learn your own culture 
in the process). The élites want Britain to 


ANTONY MILNE 
looks at the 
inevitable 
contradictions in 
‘multi-culturalism’ 


become like America (a country whose 
values they generally dislike), where it is 
indeed possible to become a hyphenated 
American citizen, such as a Japanese- 
American. 

But there is continued cretinous 
confusion about all this, as there is bound 
to be. Medway Council, in Kent, recently 
issued a questionnaire. It was supposed to 
be about consumer attitudes to public 
transport in the county, yet huge areas of 
the leaflet were taken up with outrageously 
foolish racial questions. People were 
expected to choose from a whole list of 
hyphenated racial, national and language 
categories, as if Kent had somehow 
become South Africa! One could be White 
(divided into ‘British’ and ‘Irish’, but signif- 
icantly ‘English’ was excluded, and this fits 
in with the policy of not allowing anyone to 
describe themselves as ‘English’ on official 
forms). Then came ‘Mixed’ (as in the 
‘coloured’ category in South Africa — i.e. 
someone of mixed race). Then came ‘Asian 
or Asian-British’, ‘Black’ (sub-divided into 
Caribbean or African) or ‘Black British’, and 
finally ‘Chinese or other ethnic group’. The 
fact that ethnic minorities could actually 
choose to be one or the other, or any hyph- 
enated permutation of them, just shows 
how barmy our influential liberals have 
become about British identity. One wonders 
if some of them are emotionally disturbed. 

The few black liberal élites who try to 
go along with this half-baked nonsense are 
themselves showing signs of not knowing 
how to play their cards right. Members of 
the Commission for Racial Equality become 


confused when aspects of culture and 
ethnicity are raised. The word ‘race’ is not 
often used in Third World countries. The 
black Trevor Phillips is in fact a subtle 
victim of liberal-inspired racism, in the 
sense that his whole campaigning life is 
dominated by race and racism and how to 
combat them. So the racial angle that he 
wishes to see done away with is actually 
reinforced. He simply becomes a ‘raced’ 


Looking on the bright side, the Anglo- 
Celts in Britain still have a lot going for 
them. Most people view immigration as an 
inconvenience and a blight on their quality 
of life. On the other hand, there are more 
than 50 million of us still living here, and 
this makes us a sizeable and homogenous 
racial group, larger than many communities 
in the developing world (not counting the 
enormous ‘Anglo’ diaspora that dominates 


‘multiculturalism’ applies only to them. The 
ethnic British, by default, will become more 
prominent as a racial group. Multicultural- 
ism could soon become a conspiracy 
against the immigrants themselves. Those 
who claim to be ‘British’ will have the 
misfortune of looking like many of the 
recent non-British arrivals. As mentioned 
before, only about half of the coloured 
population living in this country actually 


individual without ancestral parentage, 
landed in a country that becomes like a 
giant orphanage run by people who clearly 
are not ‘raced’ like him. 


the English-speaking white world). 
Further, the fact that immigrants are 

extremely diverse in appearance and 

culture works to our advantage in that 


have British passports. In the end, in true 
tribal fashion, they may end up fighting 
each other while we watch from the 
sidelines! 


Damaging presence 


This is why the presence of non-white 
immigrants is deeply damaging to the 
intellectual life of this country. The media 
élite, especially, depend utterly for survival 
as credible commentators on political and 
cultural affairs, people who can speak out 
freely on any subject they want. 

Not only do they worry about the fact 
that they are not as free as they once were, 
but if the definition of Britain is changing 
they don’t want to be seen as part of a 
revolutionary vanguard that has forged the 
change! 

Indeed immigration is now feared as 
something that will undermine what 
remaining liberal credentials they have left. 
They find they are having to report on 
evidence of social alienation in our cities as 
a result of the turbulence that comes with 
political or cultural upheaval. They report 
continually on the crimes, the abuse of 
human rights and the coerciveness of small, 
unrepresentative minorities who now live 
in this country. 

They profess to dislike imperialism and 
invasion; they support ethnic and cultural 
independence in other (non-European) 
countries; they condemn globalisation and 
big business imperialism. In short, they 
support every rebel, separatist and sover- 
eignty movement going. But any emer- 
gence of an ethnic separatist movement of 
Britons or Europeans will be condemned 
with a ranting, vitriolic language that would 
make Osama bin Laden sound moderate. 

Hence media elites have become 
schizoid, made worse by the in-your-face 
repudiation of a Western liberal world order 
that they have to report on daily in their 
news columns. The dislike of American and 
Western values is growing, not receding. 
And if the tribes in Afghanistan and Iraq 
cannot live together in countries which are 
artificial to begin with, what hope is there 
for foreign tribes to find any kind of security 
or solidarity in an ancient ancestral country 
like Britain, a land with which they have no 
cultural connection? 


PURE POISON 


The pictures shown here are part of a sex-education booklet that has caused outrage 
among parents. It is published by a Government-funded charity as a guide for nine-year- 
olds. The booklet contains advice about masturbation and also says that it is quite normal 
for youngsters to be attracted to someone of the same sex. 

But that’s not all. Have a look at the pictures, which purport just to illustrate young 
boys attracted to girls and vice-versa. Do you notice something about the one on the left 
showing a boy ogling a girl in swimming costume? She’s black! So it would seem that 
there’s an additional purpose in the booklet besides informing young people about sex. 
And they complain about the BNP indoctrinating children! 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 


You can obtain the best articles and 
news items from Spearhead by visiting 
the Spearhead website at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 
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THE LEFT BENDS THE 


TRUTH (AS USUAL 


THE LIES and hypocrisy of the left are no 
new phenomena. Indeed it was the con- 
sciousness of fundamental left-wing dishon- 
esty and humbug that repelled me, as a 
young man many years ago, from ever being 
aligned with that side of politics. 

And things haven’t changed. I chanced to 
read a collection of items published in the 
September 2003 issue of Searchlight magazine 
aimed at whipping trade unionists up against 
the British National Party. The blatant false- 
hoods employed in these scribblings are breath- 
taking. 

First comes a contribution from Maureen 
Foster (union and position unstated). In the 
introduction to her article Miss Foster speaks of 
“the struggle in defence of our democracy and 
against the threat posed by the British National 
Party.” Just like that! Why does she equate the 
defence of democracy with opposition to the 
BNP? Perhaps she would like to say in what 
way the BNP is anti-democratic, but of course 
these leftists never exercise what passes for 
their brains to do this; they just assume that 
everyone will believe what they say about us 
without asking for evidence. 

Of course, the fact is that left militants like 
her in trade unions are a far greater threat to 
democracy than we are. We don’t seek the 
expulsion from unions of people of whose 
opinions we disapprove; they do. But more of 
that anon. 


Consequences of internationalism 


One notes a little way further on that among 
the things Miss Foster says trade unions stand 
for is ‘internationalism’. Yes, and that is one of 
the biggest reasons why they have lamentably 
failed to protect the jobs and living standards of 
so many of the workers they are supposed to 
represent. British industries and British jobs are 
being destroyed wholesale by the global econ- 
omy, which transfers them to the Third World 
and China, among others. If unions in this 
country were nationalist — that is if they put the 
interests of British workers first — they would 
have done far more than they have to prevent 
this. 

Miss Foster goes on to claim that “fascists 
(by which she obviously means the BNP) will 
try and destroy trade unions.” What evidence 
does she have for this? There is not a scrap. The 
BNP may attempt to make some reforms in 
trade unions, and who can dispute that many 
reforms are needed? But destroy them? Pure 
fiction! 
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The next item consisted of an interview 
with TUC race equality officer Roger 
McKenzie, whose fine old Scottish name should 
fool no one; he is black. Well, that’s no crime 
but spreading falsehoods is; and the report of 


the interview with Comrade McKenzie began 
with one in its title, which presumably quoted 
his own words and which ran: ‘Trade Unionism 
means anti-racism and anti-fascism and we 
should never forget that’. 

In fact, trade unionism means neither of 
these things. Trade unionism is about protect- 
ing the interests, welfare and rights of trade 
union members. When the trade union move- 
ment was first formed, no such thing as 
‘fascism’ existed. Later, fascists in Italy and 
elsewhere developed their own special organis- 
ations for fulfilling workers’ needs, which were 
different from trade unions in the ‘demo- 
cracies’ but not necessarily less effective. 
However, it is not the time nor place to argue 
any further on this point because ‘fascism’ is 
not an issue in Britain today; there is no organ- 
ised fascist movement. The interview with Mr. 
McKenzie and following items focus on the 
BNP, which is not fascist because it meets none 
of the classic criteria of fascism. It has no plans 
to terminate parliamentary democracy; it uses 
peaceful and lawful methods, not physical 
force; it respects the right of its opponents to 
political freedom and only asks that they 
respect its rights to the same. 

Which the likes of Mr. McKenzie most 
certainly do not appear to do. In the interview 
he expresses the hope that the Government will 
introduce laws which allow BNP members to 
be expelled from unions — presumably a refer- 
ence to the case of BNP man Jay Lee, who won 
a court action against his arbitrary expulsion 
from the train drivers’ union ASLEF earlier this 
year. 


So much for ‘fascism’; what about ‘racism’? 
Here Mr. McKenzie asserts that unions “should 
be proud of what of what we stand for: unity, 
equality and progressive policies to look after 
all working people and their families.” Well, I 
am not aware that the BNP disagrees with any 
of this or would oppose it. It sees nothing what- 
ever wrong in unity among workers to protect 
their interests, and that would include black and 
Asian workers as long as they are in this 
country and engaged in lawful employment. 
Equality? In as far as this means equal rights for 
workers, I have no doubt the BNP would agree 
again. Likewise, I would have no doubt that it 
would endorse looking after all working people 
and their families, including non-white workers 
and families. 

The BNP certainly does not hold with the 
nonsense of ‘race equality’ when it comes to 
cultures, life-styles and inherent aptitudes and 
capacities; but that is another matter entirely. 
Nationalists support equality under the law, and 
this means equal rights for workers and trade 
union members. The BNP favours repatriation 
of ethnic minorities, but as long as they are in 
this country they should be treated the same. I 
would challenge Mr. McKenzie to provide a 
single instance of any BNP spokesman or 
spokeswoman suggesting otherwise. 


Tale about cross-burners 


But falsehood and deception are not only 
present where these matters are concerned. The 
interview report refers to McKenzie being 
brought up in Walsall, in the West Midlands, 
and states:- 


“Roger recalls a number of incidents in 
Walsall, including the NF (National Front) 
burning a cross in someone’s garden, and 
the determined grass-roots work needed to 
counter their poison and division.” 


Well, I know quite a lot about the National 
Front of those days and can state categorically 
that cross-burning never was any part of its 
activities. That was something that it left to 
juvenile nutters who somehow felt themselves 
two feet taller when dressing up in robes and 
hoods and imitating the American Ku Klux 
Klan. The NF despised such people and kept 
them at arms’ length. Was there ever a cross 
burnt in a garden in Walsall or was that Mr. 
McKenzie’s imagination? But if there was, the 
NF would have had nothing to do with it — and 
that would apply equally to today’s BNP. This 
is just typical left-wing gobbledegook, substit- 
uting scare stories for intelligent argument. 


<7? 


Next is an article by Stella Guy, Secretary 
of Region 8 of the Transport & General 
Workers’ Union. Miss Guy is also very keen to 
see legislation that will permit unions to chuck 
out whom they like (meaning ‘racists’ and BNP 
members of course). Elsewhere in the article 
she refers to her union needing “to develop 
publicity materials and guidance on combating 
racism and fascism in the workplace and the 
community.” 

Racism and fascism in the workplace! Now 
just what is that supposed to mean? One 
imagines that Miss Guy would like us all to 
have visions of BNP members coming into the 
factory in the morning and setting about 
abusing and ill-treating non-white colleagues 
for no better reason than that they are non- 
white. Well, I have news for her. Everyone I 
know in the BNP would be as strongly opposed 
to such practices as she claims to be. Of course, 
arguments occur at places of work, and these 
sometimes become unpleasant, but race need 
not necessarily have anything to do with it. If 
the arguments get out of hand and affect work, 
then the job of any foreman is to intervene and 
call the warring parties to order; but this should 
apply equally if the argument is between 
people of the same race or those of different 
race. A bit of rowing in the workplace should 
be none the worse if racial undertones are 
involved than if other matters are the cause. If 
they damage the work schedule they should be 
stopped. 

Of course, no one needs telling that if some 
little trade union leftie hears of a row between a 
white and a black worker he will be duty-bound 
to read ‘racism’ into it, even if it is not there; 
and you can bet that the white worker will be 
the ‘racist’ and will be victimised as a result, 
never the black one! 


Nothing to do with unions 


Miss Guy waxes on further about all the 
activities that need to be supported by union 
members in various localities to oppose ‘racism’ 
and the BNP, and she mentions such events as 
the ‘Celebration of Diversity’ at the Stadium of 
Light in Sunderland and the West Indian 
Carnival in Leeds. 

Now you may be in favour of these events 
and activities or you may not, and I am one of 
those who are not; but I would not wish to stop 
those who want to take part in them should 
their leanings on racial matters incline them in 
that direction. I just fail to see what this has to 
do with trade unions. Trade unions are 
supposed to be bodies organised to look after 
the interests of their worker-members, as 
acknowledged earlier. That means involving 
themselves in matters concerning the industries 
in which those workers are employed. ‘Celeb- 
rations of Diversity’ and West Indian Carnivals, 
whether you think they are a good thing or a 
bad thing, have nothing to do with industry or 
the workplace; they belong to entirely different 
and separate fields. I suggest that trade union- 
ists, whether of the left or the right, would 
serve their fellow-members far better if they 
concentrated their attention on matters relating 


THE WORKPLACE 


«lf 


BNP trade unionists believe that all employees there should be treated equally, but they do 
believe in discrimination in favour of British-made goods, whereas the left accepts the 
global economy, which is destroying British jobs. 


to their respective industries: inadequate pay, 
bad working conditions, unfair competition 
from subsidised and cut-price imports, the 
investment of British industrial capital over- 
seas, in the Third World for instance, to the 
detriment of industry at home. There is a vast 
range of issues that quite legitimately should 
concern British trade unionists, and which 
should be top priorities for them — without 
wasting their time, and that of their members, 
with events that have nothing to do with these 
issues. 


Mr. Silver speaks 

Next comes Searchlight editor Steve Silver, 
whose credentials as a trade unionist are rather 
uncertain. However, Mr. Silver nevertheless 
has a great deal to say about what trade union- 
ists should do. 

After discoursing about things alleged to 
have happened to trade unionists in Nazi 
Germany, Pinochet’s Chile and present-day 
Columbia, Silver neatly draws the conclusion 
that such people must be certain to meet an 
equally terrible fate if the BNP had its way in 
Britain. He then tries to back up this claim by 
saying that “BNP supporters organise and post 
photos and addresses of trade unionists on an 
internet site called Redwatch.” 

Note that Silver does not say that the BNP 
itself organises this activity but merely that its 


‘supporters’ do. This could mean many and 
diverse groups of people, for whom the BNP 
cannot possibly take responsibility. However, 
Silver also fails to state why this practice 
occurs. The people who do it do not target trade 
unionists because they are trade unionists; they 
target certain extremely violent and vicious 
far-left activists (some of whom may belong to 
trade unions) because those same people have 
committed brutal physical attacks on national- 
ists — attacks which we have not heard the likes 
of Mr. Silver condemn. 

But then he (Silver) excels himself in 
mendacious fantasy. He says of the BNP that it 
believes that everyone “should know their 
place.” Just what is this supposed to mean: that 
we believe in some kind of return to serfdom? 
One thing that he declares he means is that we 
believe that “women’s roles should be primar- 
ily as home-makers and childbearers, i.e. unpaid 
labour.” So what would Mr. Silver prefer — that 
women should not bear children? That way the 
race would die out. Is he suggesting that 
women should not look after the home? That 
way we would merely get a continuation of the 
family breakdown and youth crime that plagues 
our society today. 

Most of us in the BNP believe that the role 
of mother and home-maker is the feminine 
ideal, and indeed that that is what most women 


Contd. overleaf 
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THE LEFT BENDS THE 


TRUTH (AS USUAL) 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


would prefer — if the economic circumstances 
in families were such as to allow it. But no one 
in the BNP of whom I am aware has ever 
suggested that such roles should be forced on 
women against their will. Even in National 
Socialist Germany, the archetype of a ‘male 
chauvinist’ society in leftist eyes, careers were 
open to women who really wanted them, such 


as film-maker Leni Riefenstahl and pilot 
Hanna Reitsch, for example. 

But of course such truths are of no interest 
to the likes of Mr. Silver. They are not conven- 
ient as weapons with which to beat the BNP! 

If space were available, I could go much 
further in detailing the dishonest nonsense 
contained in these four Searchlight items, 
written to whip up trade unionists against our 
party. These will have to suffice for the moment. 

The reality is that trade unionists have far 
greater reason to support the BNP than Labour 


or any other parties of the left. Through 
policies of economic nationalism the BNP 
would bring about a spectacular regeneration 
of British industry and safeguard British 
workers’ jobs in a way that the left has wholly 
failed to do. But of course, left-wing trade 
unionists prefer not to talk about such things. 

The left has not changed a bit since I first 
encountered it as a youngster back in the 
1950s. In political terms, they were a pack of 
snake-oil sellers then and they are a pack of 
snake-oil sellers now! 


JAN BUCKLEY looks at the life of the adventurer and writer Sir Richard F. Burton 


A man who knew the Middle East 


EVEN small gestures of contempt 
are sometimes worthwhile, and as 
the coalition forces rained down 
destruction on Baghdad earlier this 
year, I decided to read through Sir 
Richard Burton’s great translation 
of The Arabian Nights. 

Burton’s noble prose certainly 
provided me with a welcome relief from 
the martial posturings and ramblings 
of Lord Levy’s chew toy:- 


“Meanwhile he and his handmaid 
sailed on with the wind right aft, till 
they arrived in safety at Baghdad, 
and the captain said to them: ‘This 
is Baghdad and ’tis the city where 
security is to be had: Winter with his 
frosts hath turned away and Prime 
hath come his roses to display; and 
the flowers are a-glowing and the 
trees are blowing and the streams 
are flowing.’” 


The explorer Richard Francis 
Burton entered the Indian Army after 
studying at Oxford. Early in his army 
career he was asked by General 
Charles Napier to investigate some 
establishments in Karachi. These 
catered for what was then, in those 
far-gone innocent days, termed “the 
most unspeakable and repulsive vice,” 
but which today, by contrast, is 
enthusiastically promoted on tele- 
vision. 

Burton’s report on the matter 
ensured the closure of a number of 
homosexual brothels, but since some 
powerful people had been implicated 
in the affair, his army career was 
effectively finished. No doubt the same 
— or worse — would happen to any 
intrepid reporter who tried to breathe 
the light of day on certain hidden 
scandals of the present! 

As he was already able to speak 
many languages, and adept at blend- 
ing in with his environment by adopt- 
ing native dress, Burton’s astonishing 
achievement a few years later was his 
pilgrimage or haj to Mecca. Had 
Burton been discovered not to be the 
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Afghan doctor he claimed to be, then 
in theory — or perhaps in actual fact 
—he would have been executed on 
the spot. 

Burton’s own book on the adven- 
ture, A Personal Narration of a Pilgrim- 
age to Al-Madina and Mecca, is still 
very readable:- 


“_.. the view was strange, unique — 
and how few have looked upon the 
celebrated shrine! I may truly say 
that, of all the worshippers who 
clung weeping to the curtain, or who 
pressed their beating hearts to the 
stone, none felt for the momenta 
deeper emotion than did the Haji 
from the far-north. 

“It was as if the poetical legends of 
the Arab spoke truth, and that the 
waving wings of angels, not the 
sweet breeze of morning, were 
agitating and swelling the black 
covering of the shrine. But, to 
confess humbling truth, theirs was 
the high feeling of religious enthus- 


BURTON 
Understood the Arabs and the Jews 


iasm, mine was the ecstasy of 
gratified pride.” 


Richard Francis Burton was of 
course one of the greatest authorities 
ever on Islam and the Arab world. The 
leader writers on the New York Times 
and President Bush’s self-proclaimed 
expert Daniel Pipes try to put over the 
idea of Islam as some sort of ‘killer 
religion’ of fanatics but Burton says in 
his book The Jew, the Gypsy and El 
Islam that it can, instead, be regarded 
as a variant of Christianity:- 


“Hence Locke, with many others, 
held Moslems to be unorthodox, 
that is, anti-Trinitarian Christians 
who believe in the Immaculate 
Conception, in the Ascension and in 
the divine mission of Jesus; and 
when Priestley affirmed that Jesus 
was sent from God,’ all Moslems do 
the same.” 


MASTERS OF BIGOTRY 


Burton also states that Muslims 
hold the Virgin Mary in great regard, 
more so than most Christians, apart ~ 
from High Church Anglicans, Roman 
Catholics and Eastern Orthodox. 
Burton asserts instead that “narrow 
bigotry and peculiar ferocity” were the 
characteristics of Judaism, as under- 
stood by most of its adherents. 

So, when today’s Arabs and 
Muslims see a US/Zionist plot to 
destroy or undermine their strongest 
states, they may be over-simplifying, 
but given the evidence all around us | 
hardly think it that it follows that they 
are ‘irrational fanatics’. As the humor- 
ous saying has it, just because you're 
paranoiac, it doesn’t mean that they’re 
not out to get you! 

Burton followed up the pilgrimage 
to Mecca and Medina, with a no less 
hazardous trip to Harar in Somaliland, 
where no European had previously set 
foot. 

In the long and entertaining First 
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Footsteps in East Africa, Burton delves 
into the customs and habits of the 
various tribes he encountered: “They 
deceive without object for deceit, and 
the only way of obtaining from them 
correct information is to inquire, 
receive the answer, and determine it to 
be diametrically opposed to fact.” It 
seems as though Burton would have 
been the right man to report on the 
present-day British political confer- 
ence season! 


LOOKING FOR THE 
SOURCE OF THE NILE 


With John Speke, he was commiss- 
ioned by the Royal Geographical 
Society in 1858 to investigate the 
source of the Nile. The two men’s epic 
journey of over 1,000 miles led to the 
discovery of Lakes Victoria and 
Tanganyika. As they made their return 


‘towards Zanzibar, both were sick and 


totally exhausted. 

But it says something for Burton’s 
endurance and sense of honour that 
he made a detour to the settlement of 
Kilwa, simply because he had given his 
word that he would do so. Sadly, he 
and Speke were to quarrel over the 
true source of the Nile, a dispute that 
would only end with Speke’s death in a 
shooting accident near Bath. 

In the aftermath of this bitter time, 
Burton journeyed to the West of the 
United States and met Mormon leader 
Brigham Young, as recorded in his 
book The City of the Saints. Around 
this time he married Isabel Arundell, a 
member of an English Catholic family. 

In 1869, Burton arrived in Damas- 
cus to take up his appointment as 
British consul there. He and his wife 
came to be known as the ‘Emperor and 
Empress’ of Damascus. But Burton’s 
combination of curiosity and integrity 
was his undoing. He became interested 
in the Father Tomaso murder case of 
thirty years earlier and gathered every 
piece of evidence on the crime he could. 

The story of this murder of a miss- 
ionary priest in 1840 was what is today 
termed a ‘blood libel’. 13 members of 
the Jewish community were arrested 
for the murder, but later released 
following the intervention and high- 
level lobbying of Moses Montefiore. 
Though there were other factors 
involved, Burton remained convinced 
that his investigation of Father 
Tomaso’s fate was the main reason for 
his sudden recall to London in August 
1871, and the loss of his dream post. 

While the average liberal can accept 
African voodoo ritual murder (in 
London!), or even murderous Christ- 
ian cultists, discussion of this partic- 
ular topic remains forbidden. Jewish 
writers such as Bernard Lazare and 


Mecca: scene of pilgrimage. Burton was profoundly moved when visiting 


this shrine. 


Israel Shamir have said that the 
practice has occurred within extremist 
sects of Judaism, and that every 
alleged case should be judged on the 
evidence, without any preconceptions 
either way. Father Tomaso is still 
remembered by a shrine in the Church 
of Sancta Terra, Damascus, though 
perhaps for not much longer given the 
bomb-happy attitudes of the present 
US administration. 


BOOK BURNING 


Burton’s own views on the matter 
were embodied in the book The Jew, 
the Gypsy and El Islam, but there was 
to be a further unpublished manu- 
script written by him on the subject 
called Human Sacrifice, which was in 
the news when the Board of Deputies 
attempted a couple of years ago to sell 
it for $200,000. Before this abortive 
sale, there had been attempts to deny 
that the manuscript existed. 

In the aftermath of Burton’s recall, 


he and his wife were reduced to 
poverty, eventually being down to their 
last £15. Richard Burton was too 
proud to ask for an explanation for his 
dismissal, but Isabella wrote numer- 
ous letters to high-ranking govern- 
ment officials, without receiving any 
satisfaction. 

About a year later, Burton was 
partially forgiven and offered the less 
important post of consul in Trieste. 
But his many literary projects and 
other journeys were some consolation 
for the frustrations in his diplomatic 
career. As well as the scholarly and 
entertaining multi-volume edition of 
The Arabian Nights, these included 
works on his travels in Africa, Iceland, 
India and, of course, the Arab world. 

Burton died in Trieste in October 
1890, and the words of Isabel Burton 
sum up the man: “During the last 48 
years of his life, he lived only for the 
benefit and for the welfare of England 
and of his countrymen, and of the 
Human Race at large.” 
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JOHN TYNDALL reviews a silly and misleading article 


NONSENSE FROM THE 
EDITOR OF /DENTITY 


SOME TIME AGO, a friend and supporter 
was kind enough to take out a subscription on 
my behalf to Right Now! magazine, a bi- 
monthly publication which operates close to 
the fringe of the Tory Party. I have been a 
regular reader since. Not long back, after I had 
seen a review of a distinctly non-Tory book* in 
the magazine’s columns, I contacted the editor 
and asked him if he would consider printing a 
review of my own book, The Eleventh Hour. 
The reply was friendly and courteous but 
negative. 

I was therefore very interested last month to 
see that a BNP representative had been invited to 
write an article in Right Now! about our party. 
This was John Bean, whose entry into our ranks 
has been relatively recent and who now edits the 
party’s Identity magazine. I have known John 
Bean since 1956,— I think in fact he was the third 
person I met in nationalist politics. 

The article, headed ‘Is the BNP about to 
become mainstream?’, begins with a brief state- 
ment of the party’s recent successes. It is in the 
second paragraph that a great deal of misleading 
nonsense begins to appear. The BNP’s growth, 
says the writer... 


“cc 


. stems from the fact that, through their 
moderately worded literature, they are not 
perceived as a fascist party by the electorate. 
They do not have a ‘leader’ but a democrat- 
ically elected chairman. They do not hanker 
after political uniforms (although a previous, 
more autocratic, chairman did show a 
penchant for such un-British apparel in his 
youth), and they have rejected the confront- 
ational marches in immigrant areas which 
led to the massive loss of support for the 
National Front in the 1980s and the concom- 
itant growth of the Anti-Nazi League. Their 
annual Red, White and Blue Festival, which 
attracted over 1,700 participants this year, is 
a family affair that has more in common 
with a modern holiday camp than a Nurem- 
berg rally.” 


These silly and inaccurate assertions simply 
cannot be allowed to go unchallenged. The recent 
rapid upward growth of the BNP began with the 
race riot in Oldham in May 2001. It was further 
assisted by similar riots in Burnley and Bradford 
shortly afterwards, although the latter were just 
after the general election in which votes in these 
northern industrial towns were so heavily affected 
by Oldham. Almost parallel with these events was 
the escalation of the asylum-seeker crisis and the 
preparedness to report frankly on that crisis by 
certain mass-circulation tabloid newspapers, such 
as the Daily Mail, the Daily Express and The Sun. 
Add to these factors the growing detestation of the 
Blair Government and popular contempt for the 
Tory opposition, and you have a potent consensus 
for radical change. Any public perception or non- 
perception of the BNP as a ‘fascist’ party has had 
nothing whatever to do with any of this. The party 
has anyway steered clear of any association with 
‘fascism’ since its foundation in 1982, but ever 
more stringently so since about 1990. Its literature 
over the past four years has certainly been no more 
‘moderately worded’ than in the years 1990 to 
1999. 

“They (the BNP) do not have a ‘leader’ but a 
democratically elected chairman.” What is the 
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chairman of the party but its leader? This was 
always so and it is so now. In case Mr. Bean is not 
aware, the heads of the Labour, Tory and Liberal 
Democrat parties are also known as ‘leaders’. The 
chairman — leader, that is — of the BNP was 
democratically elected in 1999, as was the previous 
one (myself) at the meeting at which the BNP was 
founded in 1982. 

The Red, White and Blue Festival is not like a 
Nuremberg rally! Would Mr. Bean care to tell us 
how this makes it any different from other party 
gatherings over the past 21 years? Where and 
when has there ever been a BNP gathering which 
was like a Nuremberg rally? I attended almost 
every major one prior to 1999 and cannot recall 


BEAN 
Indisposed to get his facts right 


any one of them that remotely resembled Nurem- 
berg. They were just like the meetings of the 
mainstream parties, only somewhat smaller. 


INACCURACIES 

Aside from all this, Mr. Bean has got certain 
facts badly wrong. The growth of the Anti-Nazi 
League took place mainly in the 1970s, not the 
1980s; it peaked about 1977-78 and then receded. 
The big and spectacular marches to which he 
refers were also in 1970s. Opinions are by no 
means unanimous over the matter of these marches 
leading to a “massive loss of support.” In fact, the 
evidence clearly before my eyes when I was NF 
leader at that time was that the biggest surge in 
support was coming in just at the same time as the 
marches were taking place. Conditions now are 
very different. Police restrictions on nationalists 
marching are much more severe, and it is no part 
of my argument that the “big-march’ custom 
should be revived today. 

The NF did suffer a massive loss of support in 
the 1980s, but this had nothing whatever to do 


with the marches that had taken place years 
earlier. The loss of support was due to the fact that 
the party had then broken up into numerous 
fragments, of which the one later to come out the 
strongest was the BNP. The emergence of 
Margaret Thatcher as Tory leader also made 
nationalist politics, of any kind, decidedly un- 
rewarding during that decade. 

As for bringing political uniforms into the 
matter, I cannot think of anything less relevant to 
the current success of the BNP. Uniforms have 
been dead and buried as a political issue ever since 
a prosecution connected with them and related 
matters in occurred in 1962! 

And what about Mr. Bean’s claim about a 
previous, “more autocratic” chairman? This clearly 
means me! Well, he conveniently fails to mention 
in his article that the present BNP chairman has 
expelled many more people from the party in the 
past four years than I did in the previous 17% 
years! And apart from expulsions, he has 
attempted to dictate to party branches whom they 
may invite as speakers in a way that I never did. Is 
Mr. Bean unaware of these facts? Somehow I 
don’t think so. 

Mr. Bean goes on in the next paragraph to 
claim that the National Front peaked in 1975. It 
did nothing of the sort. I was there and I know. He 
was not there and does not know. In fact, the NF 
went into a temporary recession in 1975, due to 
internal divisions. It overcame these and peaked 
about 1977-78, and its growth continued in 1979 
up to the time of the general election in May of 
that year, when the party fielded over 300 
candidates — something that would not have been 
remotely possible in 1975. After that election 
there was a bit of a decline, as results had not lived 
up to the over-high expectations entertained by 
many members. There was the Thatcher factor 
mentioned earlier, and also the subsequent splits 
mentioned earlier. 

Bean goes on to say that (after 1975) I (John 
Tyndall) “could see support had suffered a major 
haemorrhage.” Not only is his timing wrong, but 
there was no major haemorrhage. Immediately 
after speaking of the ‘haemorrhage’ he goes on to 
mention the foundation of the BNP in 1982. The 
clear impression given here is that the launching 
of the BNP was in some way a consequence of 
this mythical haemorrhage. In fact it had entirely 
different causes, which Bean prefers to ignore. 


MILLWALL 
Next comes mention of the BNP victory in 
Millwall in 1993. Says Bean:- 


“By local campaigning under the slogan 
‘Rights for Whites’, a breakthrough came in 
September 1993 when the BNP won the 
Millwall ward on Tower Hamlets Borough 
Council with nearly 34 per cent of the poll. 
The seat was lost at a subsequent election as 
more and more of the indigenous population 
became part of the phenomenon known as 
‘white flight’ and moved out to Essex.” 


e’ 


Yh 


Here, by contrast with what he has said 
previously, Bean is substantially correct. But he 
would perhaps prefer that we ignore an important 
fact about the ‘Rights for Whites’ campaign that 
led to the Millwall victory: it included a number 
of highly publicised marches through the Tower 
Hamlets constituency — marches of the kind that, 
according to his own theory, cause a “massive 
loss of support.” 

Bean then goes on to commit his next howler. 
He says in the article that Nick Griffin “rejoined 
John Tyndall just prior to the Millwall victory...” 
I know exactly when Nick Griffin joined the 
BNP. It was in 1996, some two and a half years 
after the Millwall victory. Prior to that he had 
been making some friendly approaches to me 
beginning with a letter dated the 14th November 
1994, which I still have in my files. This was 
more than a year after Millwall. I have stated 
previously, and | state again, my belief that, after 
regularly slagging off the BNP as a party and me 
personally during our party’s early years, Nick 
had perceived by 1994 that our party was a good 
bandwagon to jump on, and drastically changed 
his attitude towards us as a result. Some might 
feel that in perceiving an electorally successful 
BNP as a bandwagon, Nick has not been alone! 

Of course, had Mr. Bean troubled to contact 
me before writing his Right Now! article, he could 
have ascertained the correct chronology of these 
developments, for they are vividly in my mind as 
well as being backed up by ample documentary 
records. However, he did not do so. 


THE REPATRIATION ISSUE 


The next thing Mr. Bean deals with is the 
change in the BNP’s compulsory repatriation 
policy, and he says:- 


“Under pressure from Griffin and_ his 
supporters, Tyndall agreed to drop this 
completely unworkable clause.” 


The picture here is of a politically ‘savvy’ 
Nick Griffin taking the peasants in the party by 
the hand and persuading them to see the wisdom 
of a more ‘moderate’ repatriation policy. That 
was not the way it was at all. I could see the exact 
intention behind Nick Griffin’s push for a policy 
change on repatriation. It had nothing whatever to 
do with whether compulsory repatriation was ‘un- 
workable’, least of all whether it was right or 
wrong. He was deliberately trying to create an 
issue over which he could distance himself from 
me in order to challenge me for the leadership 
while making the challenge appear to be motiv- 
ated by a concern for the good of party rather by 
personal egotism and ambition. I made the 
practical decision that I would deny him that issue 
by agreeing to the change, but I did so none the 
less committed to the eventual aim of an all-white 
Britain. A policy of voluntary repatriation was 
adopted in order to avoid the divisions in the BNP 
from which I knew Griffin hoped to profit. 
Behind this policy there has always been an 
unwritten subsidiary clause: that if a voluntary 
policy did not succeed in ensuring the preser- 
vation of our British ethnic identity and elimin- 
ating inter-communal strife in the country, alter- 
native policies would become an option. That Mr. 
Griffin saw this very clearly and endorsed it was 
borne out in an article he wrote on the subject in 
Spearhead in November 1998. If you don’t 
believe me, look it up and read it. 


Bean goes on in the next paragraph to say:- 


“Additionally, the 21st century BNP has 
given more prominence to opposing British 
participation in a federal Europe and in 
massive support for law and order.” 


How do you know this, John? You were not 
in any way involved in the BNP in the 1990s, 
otherwise you would have witnessed the huge 
effort the party made in the Euro Elections in June 
1999, when we put up full slates of candidates in 
England and Scotland and thus achieved tele- 
vision time, and in which we had fifteen million 
full-colour anti-EU leaflets distributed through 
the post. 

As for law and order, the BNP was cam- 
paigning vigorously on such issues right from the 
day of its foundation. If John Bean does not know 
this, it could be because he was never there. 


DISCIPLINARY ACTION 


Bean ends with a snide reference to recent 
disciplinary action taken against a young Burnley 
councillor as a result of a disorderly incident at 
the RWB gathering in August, and says of the 
action: “This just did not happen with the former 
BNP leadership.” 

I suppose that John ‘knows’ about all this 
because Nick Griffin or one of his associates has 
told him so. He never bothered to question me. 
The fact is that I cannot recall any occasion in the 
previous BNP where such an incident occurred in 
these circumstances. There were cases where 
members got involved in brawls with political 
opponents that the latter started and in which our 
members merely defended themselves. The one 
glaring case in which a member in my time 
engaged in hooligan behaviour and most certainly 
should have been expelled was Tony Lecomber’s 
attack on a Jewish student at a railway station in 
the early 1990s. Then I took the decision that the 
two-year jail term he served was punishment 
enough, and I let him back into the party when he 
came out. Loyalty was an important factor here — I 
weighed this piece of foolishness against the 
positive work he had done for the party. I was 
wrong to show Lecomber that loyalty — as subse- 
quent events amply demonstrated. Needless to 
say, Tony Lecomber is not only still in the party 
today but is, to all intents and purposes, its 
number two official after Griffin. 

As for the incident involving the young 
Burnley member at the RWB, the way this was 
handled by the party leadership was utterly disas- 
trous, as a report elsewhere in this issue makes 
clear. 

John Bean has, in his Right Now! article and 
on other occasions, been very ready to chronicle 
some of the events in my political past, so I’m 
sure he won’t mind if I chronicle one or two in his 
past. I first met John Bean in late 1956 when we 
were both members of the League of Empire 
Loyalists. Less than two years later, he split the 
LEL by leading a splinter group out of it. Young 
and naive at that time, I allowed myself, to my 
great subsequent shame and regret, to be persuaded 
into supporting this venture. I agreed with Bean 
about the things that were faulty in the LEL, but 
our action was nevertheless wholly wrong. 

We come forward to 1962, when there was an 
internal conflict over policy and tactics in the 
earlier British National Party (no connection with 
the present one). Bean and I stood on opposite 


sides in that conflict, and retrospectively I came to 
see that there was more right on his side than on 
our side (I was still quite young). 

But Bean spurned any opportunity to thrash 
the issues out in a frank face-to-face discussion 
between the two camps. He contrived the ‘expul- 
sion’ of the leaders of our camp without a hearing 
and without our ever having the chance to debate 
the issues and strike a compromise — an action 
that may perhaps sound familiar to present 
readers. This action irrevocably split the earlier 
BNP. 

The next major development in British 
Nationalism was the formation of the National 
Front in 1967. This was a party whose policies 
and image seemed almost tailor-made to fit JB’s 
conceptions of the right approach to the British 
public — a topic on which he had been constantly 
pontificating, as he still does now. Yet within a 
year of the launch of the NF he dropped 
completely out of active politics and was not seen 
again for many years. 

He did not show up again until the later part 
of 1979, when I was then leader of the party and 
Andrew Fountaine was my deputy. Fountaine 
launched a bid to unseat me, and guess what? 
John Bean reappears after this long absence and 
gives his support to Fountaine! 

Fountaine’s takeover bid failed but it did 
immense internal damage. Bean soon disapeared 
again. By the time we formed the present BNP in 
1982 he had not been seen nor heard of for some 
time. And that was the way things remained 
throughout the rest of the 1980s and 1990s until 
we come to the successful Griffin takeover in 
1999. And shortly after that had occurred, who 
should reappear, again after a long absence, but 
John Bean! Now, as stated earlier, Mr. Bean is 
editor of Mr. Griffin’s party magazine Jdentity. 

I best summed up all this business when I 
wrote in a recent e-mail to Bean: “I think it fair to 
say... that since 1962, whenever the internal 
barricades have been up, you have been on the 
opposite side to me.” 


* The book reviewed was Many Shades of Black. 
Author: John Bean. 


In memory of my pre-war school 
chums:- 

Albert Brinkworth 

Archibald Bursey 

John Ponsford-Ellis 

Thomas Merrifield 

Donald Middleton 
... Who lost their lives in the Second 
World War. 
Also in the memory of an Army 
comrade:- 

Norman Knight 

... who was murdered by the Stern 
gang in Palestine. 
All were of yeoman stock, their 
families having lived in Britain for 
centuries. They died young, before 
they had had time to father their kind 
and pass their qualities on to the next 
generation. A tragic, irreplaceable loss. 
Verae amicitiae sempiternae sunt. 


‘Achates’ 
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“Protection and patriotism are recip- 
rocal. This is the road that all great nations 
have trod.” 

J. C. Calhoun, Speech, US House of 
Representatives, 12 December 1811 


ONE HUNDRED years ago, a great debate 
raged on the issue of free trade or protec- 
tion. Britain was no longer the ‘workshop of 
the world’; other countries had been creat- 
ing their own industries. Free trade, a policy 
adopted with religious zeal in the 19th 
Century, no longer seemed so beneficial, 
particularly to British manufacturers and 
workers in the face of increasing foreign 
competition that was often nurtured and 
protected by import tariffs. 

For the past half century, the issue has 
effectively been dead. ‘Free trade’ has become 
once again the mantra of all the old parties, 
their media mentors and their financial masters. 
The only debate has been about how to make 
trade even freer, how to put British jobs under 
even greater pressure, indeed impossible 
pressure, to be competitive in the ‘global 
village’. Yet the much more fundamental 
debate — the debate as to whether free trade is 
good for us at all - has to be reopened. The 
issue is more important than ever. It is not just 
a question of protecting our livelihoods from 
foreign competition. It is a question now of the 
transfer of profits made by exploiting British 
workers to set up manufacturing - and now 
service — operations abroad; it is a question of 
trying to compete against third world labour 
working for a fraction of our wages under 
harsher conditions. But it is also a question of 
retaining our economic, and ultimately polit- 
ical, sovereignty - whether we are inside or 
outside the European Union - in face of an 
ever-growing dependence on overseas supp- 
liers. 


The costs of free trade 


All western nations, to some degree, are 
facing similar questions. Even the world’s sole 
current superpower, the USA, seemingly 
all-powerful, all-rich and impregnable, is 
vulnerable to the perils of globalisation, 
according to former Presidential candidate 
Patrick Buchanan. Right in both the literal and 
political sense on so many issues, Buchanan, 
in a recent article published on the internet by 
The American Conservative (www.amcon.com), 
shows how free trade is eroding America’s 
industrial base - and sovereignty. The results 
of free trade set forth by Buchanan provide 
striking warnings for the British as well as the 
Americans. 

Buchanan notes what free trade has 
apparently delivered for the consumer: 
American shopping malls, like British high 
streets, are full of cheap imported goods from 
the Far East. Of course, there is a price to pay 
for this. One in seven jobs in manufacturing 
have been lost in the U.S.A. since George 
Bush’s inauguration in January 2001. Only 
12.5 per cent of the labour force is now 
engaged in manufacturing in the U.S.A. (it is 
13.7 per cent in Britain). We bear the cost of 
this in unemployment and higher taxes, but 
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Buchanan points to another loss. “Manufact- 
uring is the key to national power,” he says. 
Not only are rates of productivity growth 
higher than in service industries, but he points 
out that research and development follow 


ROB SMYTH reviews Pat Buchanan’s recent 


tariffs on imports had been cut from 40 per 
cent to 5 per cent, creating the basis, combined 
with the elimination of controls on the export 
of capital, for a global free-for-all. 

In 1993, the process went a step further 


warnings on America’s globalist folly 


manufacturing and carry the potential of new 
industries. Thus television follows radio, and 
computers follow adding machines and 
calculators. 


Independence 


Alexander Hamilton was the first US 
Treasury Secretary, and very much an estab- 
lishment figure, but even he recognised the 
importance of manufactures. Buchanan, who 
describes him as “the architect of the US 
economy,” cites Hamilton’s words in his 
famous Report on Manufactures delivered in 
1791:- 


“Not only the wealth, but the independence 
and security of a country, appear to be 
materially connected with the prosperity of 
manufactures. Every nation... ought to 
endeavour to possess within itself all the 
essentials of a national supply. These 
comprise the means of subsistence, habit- 
ation, clothing and defence.” 


Hamilton’s idea was to use import tariffs to 
end dependence on Europe, protect and 
encourage America’s infant industries, and 
provide the national government with revenue. 
His vision held good for over 100 years, 
during which America rose to become the 
world’s industrial giant. Buchanan mentions 
that in 1860, when Britain abandoned its 
Britain First trade policy, Britain produced 
twice as much as America did. However, by 
the start of World War I, Britain’s production 
was less than half of America’s, and had also 
been surpassed by a Germany that did not exist 
as a nation in 1860. 


Galloping globalisation 


The Second World War saw not just the 
defeat of Germany, Italy and Japan. It cleared 
the way for a new era of galloping globalis- 
ation through Bretton Woods, the International 
Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the 
elimination of trade and fiscal barriers. The 
blessing of worldwide free trade was ushered 
in with the formation of GATT (the General 
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade) in 1947. 
This provided for the step-by-step reduction of 
tariffs internationally, and by 1993 average 


when GATT was supplanted by the World 
Trade Organisation (WTO); an body devoted 
to even further restrictions on the trade 
policies of individual nations. Under the 
WTO, countries that ‘suffer’ from the 
restrictive trade policies of others have the 
right to claim compensation. Ironically, one 
country currently facing such claims now is 
the U.S.A. itself, which sought to deal with a 
crisis affecting its steel industry, after 25 steel 
companies had gone bankrupt due to the 
dumping of cheap imports. 


Globalists whine 


President Bush upset the globalist and 
chattering classes in March 2000 by quite 
rightly imposing tariffs, ranging 8 per cent to 
30 per cent, on an assortment of imported steel 
products for a period of three years. This was 
designed to give the 
American steel industry 
a breathing space to 
restructure. It was, of 
course, a blatant 
contravention of the 
WTO agreements, 
which successive 
American governments 
have been pushing the 
rest of the world to 
adopt, but it provides a 
useful insight into the 
kind of pressures free 
trade creates for the 
West. 

Referring to the American steel tariffs, the 
extreme globalist Economist magazine whined 
(9th March 2002) that tariffs “fail to address 
the real problem - high costs, including ‘legal 
liabilities’ in health care and pension benefits.” 
Exactly! These ‘legal liabilities’ are actually 
contractual obligations incurred by US steel 
bosses in the 1980s and 1990s in exchange for 
wage cuts. Presumably, instead of tariffs the 
workers should be deprived of these benefits 
without any restoration of the wage cuts. At 
the time, one American steel maker, LTV, 
which was about to emerge from bankruptcy 
for the second time, was being sold to a 
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His warnings hold 
good for Britain 
too. 


ial 


‘restructuring specialist’ corporation subject to 
the dropping of the health care and pension 
benefits. This is just what globalisation is all 
about: driving down living standards through- 
out the world in order to make the internat- 
ional super-rich even richer. 


Alternative revenue 


In passing, we might note that import 
tariffs can not only provide protection from 
unfair competition. They can also be an 
important source of revenue for a government. 
If a special import duty of, say, 10 per cent 
was levied on all imports it would give the 
British government over £23 billion a year 
providing the level of imports was not 
reduced. In practice, of course, imports would 
fall, as indeed should be the main intention of 
the duties. But even if they fell by a quarter, 
the revenue would still exceed the amount 
being collected in either Council tax or 
business rates this year. 


Growing dependency 


Free trade is not just a menace to jobs. 
Buchanan gives figures showing the growing 
American dependency on foreign suppliers. 30 
per cent of manufactured goods bought in the 
U.S.A. are now imported. In some critical 
areas, dependency is even higher. Thus, in 
medicines and pharmaceuticals it is 72 per 
cent, in metalworking machinery 51 per cent, 
in engines and power 56 per cent, in computer 
equipment 70 per cent, in communications 
equipment 67 per cent, and in semiconductors 
and electronics 64 per cent. 

In Britain, the situation is as bad or worse. 
Penetration of the home market is now 74 per 
cent for chemicals and chemical products; 
over 90 per cent for office machinery and 
computers; 60 per cent for other machinery; 
85 per cent for radio, TV and communications 
equipment and apparatus; 70 per cent for 
medical and precision instruments, clocks and 
watches; and 57 per cent for motor vehicles 
and trailers. 

Dependency on foreign goods and compo- 
nents can ultimately put a country at the mercy 
of its suppliers. In the meantime, even with 
the best will of foreign suppliers, it can have a 
serious effect on a country’s remaining indus- 
tries that rely on overseas suppliers for 
components. Buchanan cites an example of a 
computer company in Texas, which has 4,500 
suppliers. It has got a ‘just-in-time’ supply 
system (which most companies must have now 
to remain ‘competitive’), with an inventory of 
four days. So, if there were a dock strike, the 
plant would have to close down after four 
days. 


NAFTA 


The world trade conspiracy is supple- 
mented by regional arrangements, such as the 
European Union. We may grumble about 
Europe, but at least our competitors on the 
continent have roughly the same standards as 
we (though this will not be the case when the 
Union is enlarged by East European states 
next year). America, however, has NAFTA 


(the North American Free 
Trade Area) consisting of the 
USA, Canada and Mexico, 
instituted in 1993. Americans 
were told that their trade 
surplus with Mexico would 
grow, jobs would be created in 
the U.S. and rising wages in 
Mexico would end the invasion 
of illegal migrants from that 
country. 

In practice, what happened 
was that in 1994 Mexico 
devalued its currency and the 
US incurred huge trade deficits 
now running at $40 billion a 
year. US exports to Mexico 
went up, but these were parts 
to be assembled and not 
finished goods. Plants in the 
US shut down and moved to Mexico, where 
wages were only 10 to 20 percent of what they 
were north of the border. Apparently, it has 
also done no good to Mexico. Half of its huge 
population are still living in poverty, tens of 
millions are unemployed, real wages are below 
what they were in 1993, and illegal migration 
North continues, with 1.5 million illegals 
being caught each year. 


Future factory floor of the world 


By 2000, a million Mexicans were 
working in plants south of the border at jobs 
previously held by Americans. But now 
globalisation has caught up with the Mexicans, 
for factories are now being shut down there 
and moved to China, where labour is even 
cheaper. 

China is still run by the Communist Party, 
but it is a country where capitalists are 
allowed to make a killing in return for helping 
to build up the country’s infrastructure, tech- 
nology and wealth. As Buchanan puts it: “By 
offering excellent workers at $2 a day, guaran- 
teeing no union trouble, allowing levels of 
pollution we would not tolerate, and ignoring 
health and safety standards, China has become 
the factory floor of the Global Economy and 
surpassed the United States as the world’s first 
choice for foreign investment.” But China’s 
policy is nothing if not canny. Western 
companies are allowed to its huge pool of 
cheap labour at a price - the transfer of tech- 
nology to their Chinese partners. 


Huge trade surpluses 


Capitalist greed is building up the world’s 
next super-power. China has now joined the 
WTO and is content with free trade, as British 
capitalists were in the 19th Century when they 
faced little or no effective competition. 
Recently China became the third nation to 
send a man into space, a feat described by 
their President as showing “the glory of our 
great motherland.” The Chinese are now 
planning to send a man to the moon, and no 
one can doubt that they will do it. But they are 
not just gathering glory in space; they are 
building up huge trade surpluses against the 


INDUSTRIAL CHINA 

A scene from the Liaoning province in the North East of 

the country. Unlike western nations, the Chinese are not 
too fastidious about the effects of pollution. 


West, which gives them an increasing finan- 
cial clout also. Buchanan states that China has 
amassed $300 billion in reserves from her 
trade surpluses since 1990, much of which is 
invested in US bonds and Treasury bills, 
earning billions of dollars in interest. 


Huge deficit 


China’s - and other Asian - trade sur- 
pluses are mirrored by America’s huge and 
growing trade deficit which, coupled with a 
soaring budget deficit, makes Uncle Sam’s 
economy look very vulnerable. The American 
commentator Irwin Stelzer, writing in the 
Sunday Times (14th September 2003), gives us 
a taste of what all this means - and remember 
that Britain is also running up growing budget 
and trade deficits: - 


“America depends in part for its economic 
well-being on the continued willingness of 
China, Japan, South Korea and Hong Kong 
to add to the $700 billion of securities they 
already hold (up 36 per cent since the end 
of 2001). China’s promise to step up its 
purchases of treasury bonds will help to 
prevent bond prices from falling, and 
interest rates from rising, as much as they 
would otherwise in response to the in- 
creased supply of bonds that will be hitting 
market.” 


So there we have it. America is relying on 
China’s promise to buy more bonds to prevent 
prices from falling and interest rates rising. 
What price is free trade now? 


“Free trade does to a nation what alcohol does 

to aman: saps him first of his vitality, then his 

energy, then his independence, then his life.” 
Patrick Buchanan 


Listen to nationalist radio! 


Send International Reply Coupon 
for broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD BOOKS, 


Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, 
U.S.A. 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 
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DANISH Professor Hellmuth Nyborg, Dean 
of the Psychology Unit at Aarhus Univer- 
sity, has the heresy hunters snapping at his 
heels. His offence? He has suggested that 
intelligence in human beings is a hereditary 
trait, that in contemporary societies less 
intelligent parents are having more children 
than the more intelligent, and this is an 
undesirable trend which should, if possible, 
be reversed. 

Already Denmark’s Minister of Immig- 
ration and Integration has denounced 
Nyborg’s position as “contrary to all moral 
principle,” whilst Prof. Lene Koch, of the 
country’s Public Health Institute, announces 
that geneticists around the world have 
“rejected the theory that intelligence is 
hereditary.” Less intelligent parents do not 
always have less intelligent children, and 
parents with higher intelligence do not 
always have children with higher intelli- 
gence, she says. 

Joining the hue and cry, Daily Mail 
journalist Melanie Phillips saw fit, in the 
October 2nd edition of the paper, to add a 
few further non-sequiturs of her own to the 
proceedings. Her particular tirade against 
Prof. Nyborg - almost worthy of the 
Minister of Truth in Orwell’s Nineteen 
Eighty-Four, provides in itself an interesting 
study of the techniques of our contemp- 
orary establishment opinion-formers in att- 
empting to paralyse the collective capacity 
for rational thought, particularly in areas 
deemed especially ‘sensitive’ — areas, that 
is, where the official ideology of our society 
is most at odds with reality, and hence at its 
weakest and most vulnerable. For all the 
emotional blackmail and intellectual brow- 
beating, backed up by the implicit threat of 
occupational social proscription, which we 
have come to expect from our ‘liberal’ 
media in dealing with thought-criminals, are 
present here. 


DISTORTION 


Miss Phillips opens with an outright 
distortion of what Prof. Nyborg obviously 
means, and this persists from beginning to 
end in her article. As The Daily Telegraph 
reported the matter, the psychologist 
“caused outrage by calling for the state to 
encourage the selective reproduction of 
children from intelligent parents and seek to 
stop less gifted groups having children.” By 
the time Miss Phillips has put the matter 
through her verbal converter it has become 
a question of Dr. Nyborg “provoking a 
furore” by having said, not that unintelligent 
women should be encouraged, by financial 
incentives, to stop having children in order 
improve the population, but that “poor 
women” should be prevented from repro- 
ducing. 

This verbal shift seems to serve a 
number of purposes. Firstly, it sets up a 
‘man of straw’ of Miss Phillips’ own 
creation which is much easier to knock 
down than Prof. Nyborg’s actual argument. 
After all, who in reality could possibly 
sustain an identification as idiotic as that 
between IQ level and income level? Can 
Miss Phillips honestly believe that Prof. 
Nyborg (the citizen of a country that has 
produced geniuses like Hans Anderson and 
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Karl Neilson, both from the humblest origins) 
would differ one iota from the obvious truth 
of her later proposition that “there are 
many, many examples of bright people who 


Drowning 
common sense 


in hysteria 


JOHN MORSE 
dissects tabloid 
journalist’s heresy 
hunt against 
eugenics professor 


come from the lowest social classes (not to 
mention stupid people from the upper 
classes)”? 

Secondly, the use of emotive trigger 
words such as “the poor” in the context of 
this debate is clearly designed to set the 
mark of Cain upon Dr. Nyborg’s forehead, 
consigning him to the moral low ground as a 
heartless brute. 

Thirdly, a large part of the readership of 
the Mail is likely to consist of working-class 
and lower middle-class folk who are not 
exactly in the mega-rich income bracket. It 
was no doubt Miss Phillips’ hope and 
intention that such readers would be left 
with a vague impression that Dr. Nyborg’s 
views are somehow an attack on them. 
Once again, no reasonable person (including 
Prof. Nyborg) is at all likely to argue that the 


Should the best people have the most child- 
ren? To some twisted minds, this idea leads 
to the gas chambers! 


solid working core of any nation, made up of 
those who are productive, abide by the law, 
pay their taxes and thereby sustain the 
community, ought to be induced to cut its 
birthrate, or that if it did so the intellectual 
quality of the population would improve. 

As for poverty itself, whether absolute 
or relative, short-term or endemic, or local, 
national or global, any sane observer would 
recognise that its nature and causes are 
hugely variable and often _ ferociously 
complex. Great care will always have to be 
taken in determining which, if any, of its 
manifestations have genetic roots. 

In fact, if the Telegraph report of his 
proposals is accurate, Prof. Nyborg specific- 
ally identifies the social category to which he 
thinks they are relevant in modern western 
nations. He speaks of “the 15 to 20 per cent 
of those at the lower levels of society — 
those who are not able to manage even the 
simplest tasks and often not their children.” 
One may perhaps quibble about precise 
percentages, but one knows the general 
type to which he is referring. It is these 
people, he says, who should be “dissuaded 
from having children.” 


RAISING THE NAZI GHOST 


Inevitably, Miss Phillips spins off at the 
entirely predictable tangent one expects in 
polemicists of her particular stripe when 
confronted with socio-biological issues, 
namely with a typical stock-in-trade identif- 
ication of Dr. Nyborg’s opinions with You- 
Know-What and You-Know-Who! Dr. 
Nyborg, she howls... 


“.. has raised the spectre of eugenics, 
the doctrine which advocates selective 
breeding so that undesirable hereditary 
characteristics are eventually eradicated 
from the population... This repugnant 
doctrine, which tears up the belief that 
every human being has intrinsic worth, 
was discredited after Hitler’s agenda of 
racial ‘purification’ led to the Holocaust. 
Indeed, the notion that biology deter- 
mined people’s personalities came to be 
regarded with intense suspicion for the 
same reason.” 


Here reason and sense are being swept 
away in a tide of hysteria as surely as in the 
‘two minutes’ hate’, the ritual fury against 
thought-criminals that features in the early 
pages of Nineteen Eighty-Four. No doubt, 
Miss Phillips would like Ma// readers to react 
with the same sort of wild rage against 
Nyborg and his proposition as Orwell’s 
party members do against the calls for 
freedom of speech from his heretical char- 
acter Goldstein. 

Leaving aside the question of why any- 
body should regard as ‘repugnant’ the idea 
that undesirable genetic traits should be 
eliminated from a population if this can be 
humanely done, bearing in mind the suffer- 
ing that such traits can cause, in the most 
elementary logic it is perfectly possible to 
believe both in the desirability of selective 
breeding and also the sanctity of human life, 
an entirely distinct ethical and philosophical 
issue. Miss Phillips’ readers perhaps need 
reminding that Dr. Nyborg is not recomm- 
ending that the smallest harm be done to 
anyone. He is quoted simply as advocating 
that society should “reduce the workload of 


intelligent women” whilst the state should 
pay “the less intelligent not to have kids.” 

Moreover, even if we accepted the 
‘Holocaust’ in the sense that Miss Phillips 
plainly intends it to be understood - as an 
unquestioned and unquestionable historical 
fact — Hitler’s eugenic policies with regard 
to his own people (which to be sure 
included euthanasia) had no_ particular 
connection with his policies, whatever they 
may have been, towards Jews or other 
minority groups. 


EUGENICS IN SWEDEN 
AND AMERICA 


As Melanie Phillips helpfully reminds us, 
both socialist Sweden and_ capitalist 
America applied eugenic policies to those 
deemed social misfits (including the 
sterilisation of habitual criminals, 
congenital imbeciles and others) during the 
early Twentieth Century. But, as she knows 
perfectly well, this did not lead to the 
‘extermination’ of any racial group in either 
country (the ethnic cleansing of the 
American Indians pre-dated the adoption by 
any of the states of the eugenic measures 
to which she objects), least of all of those 
countries’ Jews — the minority clearly in the 
forefront of the lady’s mind. 

One might incidentally observe what a 
versatile heretic against the orthodoxy of 
our times in social and biological matters 
Miss Phillips claims Prof. Nyborg to be. He 
is tainted alike with the sins of German 
National Socialism, Swedish Social Demo- 
cracy and American liberal capitalism! 

Quite apart from Professor Nyborg’s 
somewhat laboured and surely unnecessary 
disclaimers (“Hitler didn’t believe in eugen- 
ics,” he insists. “He just wanted to exter- 
minate individual groups and in fact exter- 
minated the most intelligent of them.”) there 
is thus, on Miss Phillips’ own showing, 
nothing particularly or necessarily Hitlerian 
about his position at all. The demonic name 
has clearly been invoked solely to promote 
the propagandist incitement of her readers’ 
emotions in the desired direction. 

Finally, it is hard to see the tiniest logic 
in Miss Phillips’ absurd proposition that the 
outcome of the Second World War ‘dis- 
credited’ any ‘doctrines’ at all, except 
perhaps in the Pavlovian sense that the idea 
of the biological determination of character 
became associated in the public mind with 
the losing side. Intellectually, in terms of 
their scientific validity, such ideas remained 
in 1945 exactly what they had been in 
1939: hypotheses which stood or fell on 
their merits as accurate predictors of real, 
measurable human and social outcomes. 
The fortunes of war were neither here nor 
there as indicators of the rightness or other- 
wise of eugenic theories. 

As well as irrelevantly making such a big 
deal of Hitler (and presumably squeezing as 
much emotional mileage out of him as she 
reckons she can get), Miss Phillips lays into 
the whole position of hereditarian socio- 
biology. She does so partly in statements 
that are factually dubious and ill-supported, 
and partly with a series of red herrings 
(including statements with which many of 
us would agree), which when analysed 
closely have no particular relevance to the 


point at issue. 

A special béte noir appears to be 
Herrnstein’s and Murray’s The Bell Curve, a 
1994 tome arguing, much as Prof. Nyborg 
does, that modern western society is 
becoming increasingly burdened with an 
underclass whose dysfunction is rooted in 
its genetic characteristics. 

It is, of course, true that science has not 
yet been able to establish what percentage 
of intelligence, whether in individuals or 
groups, is to be accounted for by heredity 
and what percentage by environment. Miss 
Phillips seems keen to exploit this uncert- 
ainty in her criticisms of The Be// Curve. 


FALSE ARGUMENT 


She begins by stating that “the book 
caused uproar by arguing that intelligent 
people generally behave well, while 
unintell- igent people behave badly.” We 
may perhaps regard this formulation of the 
book’s content as another of Melanie’s 
‘men of straw’, designed to put a shaky 
argument into the mouths of her oppo- 
nents. What Herrnstein and Murray seem 
rather to have proposed is that there was a 
statistically significant correlation between 
low intelligence and a specified range of 
anti-social behaviour (illegitimacy, drug- 
abuse, crime, etc.) that may be thought to 
constitute the ‘underclass’ syndrome. In no 
way would these writers’ argument commit 
them to any denial of Miss Phillips’ platitud- 
inous observation that “there are plenty of 
people who are not particularly bright but 
who are a lot more decent, and make a far 
better fist of bringing up their children, than 
others who have a lot of brain power but are 
somewhat deficient in the personal respon- 
sibility department.” What scientists like 
Herrnstein and Murray are primarily con- 
cerned with is the statistical averages of 
populations and the aggregate social 
impact of the phenomena which these 
measure. They would nowhere try to argue 
that the moral character of each and every 
individual taken at random is _ rigidly 
determined and predictable from his or her 
1Q, as Miss Phillips seems to want us to 
believe. 

After stating that “The Bell Curve’s 
statistics were widely condemned as 
flawed” -— she does not say by whom or 
why —- Miss Phillips concedes that “Yes, 
there is a genetic component to intelligence 
— but it is only one component. The idea 
that intelligence is fixed, and so impervious 
to any outside influence, is wrong. It can be 
enhanced or diminished by a host of 
factors, such as adequate nutrition, edu- 
cation or family circumstances.” 

In particular, it is good schooling that 
she advocates as the factor most likely to 
“make all the difference in raising children 
out of the disadvantage of their back- 
grounds.” This may be true for a great many 
individuals but Miss Phillips presents no 
evidence to suggest that such people’s 
intelligence has necessarily been raised by 
such schooling. Their success could just as 
logically be 100 per cent due to their inborn 
mental aptitudes; in this case the result of 
good education has been to render effective 
what was there from birth within them as 
an inherent biological potential. If 10 is 


hereditary, then education cannot implant it 
any more than it can modify eye colour, 
physical structure or any other genetically 
determined feature. 

Miss Phillips persistently tries to fudge 
the distinction between intelligence and 
education. No one doubts that all members of 
society have generally become more highly 
educated in the advanced societies of today 
than were their forebears. Does _ this 
necessarily mean they are more intelligent? 

In fact, the means exist to determine 
with some precision the likely impact o 
environmental factors on human. intelli- 
gence. Geneticists and psychometricians 
can measure the relative contributions of 
heredity and environment to observed diff- 
erences in intelligence between individuals 
by comparing the !Os of people who share 
genetic complements to a greater or lesser 
extent. The ideal case in such studies is that 
of identical twins reared apart (same genes, 
different environments, so that any differ- 
ences in intelligence must be due to environ- 
ment). From such studies conducted on 
sufficiently large population samples, the 
percentage of observed variation of 1Q due 
to genetic factors, as opposed to environ- 
mental ones, may be calculated. 

Over the last 80 years or so, research of 
this kind has repeatedly shown that the 
observed differences in intelligence between 
individuals in the populations studied are 80 
per cent due to differences in their genes and 
only 20 per cent due to differences in their 
environments. This does not exactly favour 
Miss Phillips’ claims about the vast 
transformative power of education or any 
other social factor on human intelligence. 

Of course, such findings apply only to 
differences between individuals of the same 
race. There is no evidence from available 
reports that Prof. Nyborg has in any way 
ventured beyond this to the even more 
fraught ground of inter-racial 10 differences, 
but this does not stop Miss Phillips identi- 
fying him with this, the ultimate thought- 
crime. No doubt this explains her introduc- 
tion of Herrnstein and Murray into the pro- 
ceedings, since The Bell Curve suggested 
(shock! horror!) that “some ethnic groups 
were less intelligent than others.” 


THE AGENDA 


The final question which arises from 
Miss Phillips’ diatribe is the exact nature of 
her own agenda. The Dai/y Mail accords her 
space every Monday in which to present 
her opinions. A notably fanatical Zionist 
‘neo- conservative’, she is an Israel-firster 
who in practice favours everything and 
anything which would leave that country as 
the only one on earth with the privilege of 
practising and_ profiting from_ racial 
separatism and ethnic cleansing. An 
advocate of war with Iraq, she accepts 
without question the Israeli Government’s 
label of ‘terrorist’ applied to all Palestinians 
who resist the violent dispossession of their 
homeland. 

Meanwhile, apparently we mere white 
Gentiles are not, in her view, to be allowed 
the mildest or most moderate solicitude for 
our own folk. Haven’t we persistently en- 
countered this kind of double-standard from 
Miss Phillips and her ilk down the years? 
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CSSA 


The Editor 
‘Spearhead’ 
PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: To me, it was absolutely preposterous 
that, after more than forty years in the fore- 
front of nationalist politics in this country, 
and being the driving force behind both the 
National Front and, latterly, the BNP, John 
Tyndall could be expelled from the party in 
such an odious manner. 

Frankly, although | know Mr. Tyndall is 
the editor of this magazine, | am still going 
to express this opinion in a detached 
manner. He is head and shoulders above 
any political figure of today. Why? Because 
he has the necessary combination of vision, 
direction and effect so necessary in politics 
generally. He can also gauge personality, 
which is essential when bringing together a 
dynamic team. 

Apart from this, over the whole time of 
his struggle he has dedicated himself com- 
pletely to the cause, and must, over the 
years, have travelled thousands upon 
thousands of miles, the length and breadth 
of Britain many times over, addressing, first 
NF, and later BNP meetings. Such dedi- 
cation and consistency, coupled with 
energy, is rare in politics today. 

Many of us feel that nationalist politics 
have been blighted by this shabby treat- 
ment of Mr. Tyndall. 

| enclose a contribution towards Mr. 
Tyndall’s legal fund. 

PHILIP FORDER-WHITE 
Charlton, Shaftsbury, Dorset 


SIR: | must congratulate you on the thought 
you put into ‘A young person’s introduction 
to classical music’, published in the Septem- 
ber issue. 

Although | agree with virtually all of your 
choices, | was surprised to read that you 
are “not particularly fond” of Richard 
Strauss. | can understand that few people 
are inspired by works of his such as Death 
and Transfiguration or Til Eulenspiegel, but 
who can fail to be unlifted by his Four Last 
Songs, and particularly the fourth one, /m 
Abendrot (Sunset)? | have two versions on 
CD: one sung by Rene Flemming and the 
other by the immortal Elizabeth Schwartz- 
kopf. 

| must agree with your label for Beet- 
hoven as the “towering genius.” With 
regard to the choral part of his 9th Sym- 
phony, | usually decline to play it because 
of its political connotations, and end with 
the third movement. Beethoven himself 
described this movement as “other world- 
liness” and imagined that upon his death its 
notes would bear him up to Heaven; in my 
case it would be to Valhalla. 

This leads me on to Sibelius. Yes, the 
finale to the 2nd Symphony still stirs my 
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blood. For an introduction to Sibelius | 
would recommend the tone poem The 
Swan of Tuonela. This was the first 
Sibelius | ever heard — around the age of 
12: 

JOHN BEAN 

Newmarket, Suffolk 


SIR: | draw your attention to the number of 
British firms and institutions relocating 
abroad, particularly India. These include the 
Prudential and other insurance companies, 
British Telecom, Lloyds - other - Bank and 
computer companies. 

Last month | had occasion to telephone 
Dell UK computer firm. | was given the 
number by one of the firm’s reps, selling 
me insurance cover(!). Dell’s customer 
service was located in Dublin. After some 
pressing of telephone buttons, | finally got 
through to a human voice, only to be given 
the British Customer Service telephone 
number. Accordingly, | rang that number 
and was advised to press 2 for this, 4 for 
that, six for the next, 8 for ...? | chose 8 
and battled on, pressing more and more 
buttons until eventually | got another 
human voice. “Am | now speaking to India?” 
| asked in sarcasm and exasperation. “You 
are speaking to India,” said the voice. 
Getting no sense from there, | ‘phoned 
back to Dublin again, eventually getting the 
‘voice’. | requested, emphatically, their e- 
mail and postal addresses. Both were given 
to me. The e-mail address was wrong; | 
now trust the postal one was not!!! 

All this transaction took place between 
the hour of 11 a.m. and 12 noon. | advised 
the company in my subsequent letter 
posted to Dublin that | would expect Dell to 
reimburse me for the cost of this British 
Telecom trip round the globe. Folorn hope! 

The reason for my telephoning them, 
incidentally, was to try to stop them 
reminding me to renew the Anti-Virus cover 
on my computer when | had already done 
so! | had made several previous abortive 
efforts to sort this out. Hence my enquiry 
to the rep. 

Not only is all this inconvenient, annoy- 
ing and time-wasting, but the caller pays 
for the telephoning around the world. Good 
for BT located in India too — making vast 
profits! This is an experience many thou- 
sands of ordinary clients are having. 

Transferring to India, Malaysia, etc., to 
make more profits is a practice condoned 
by our obnoxious Government and politic- 
ians of every hue. Meanwhile, not only is 
the British public being fleeced, as shown 
here, but whilst the British are the main 
customers British employees are made 
redundant by the thousands. 

M. HANNAH (Mrs.) 
Laughton, Sussex 


SIR: Everyone is increasingly worried by the 
‘Lad and Ladette’ culture in this country, 
which is a national embarrassment and 
source of shame. 

In 1969, when | was doing my health 
visitor training at Sheffield Polytechnic 
(now Hallam University) my thesis project 
was on infant feeding. 

Using American sources, | discovered 
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that in the 1960s the Americans had 
experimented with ‘modified feeds’ on 
infants and deduced that they were 
inadequate to support normal mental and 
physical development when used alone to 
feed babies. Therefore the Americans did 
not advocate the use of this milk to non- 
breast-fed babies but whole milk-based 
formulae. 

By 1978 the British health authorities 
were concerned about feeds and how some 
parents were making them up too thickly, 
and advised the use of the modified feed as 
the answer to this problem, The baby food 
manufacturers were delighted with this 
huge captive market, and parents were told 
that they were being neglectful and wrong 
to use the old formula, such as National 
Dried Milk, evaporated or whole dairy milk 
to feed their babies. The health authorities, 
notably the NHS, only looked at the kidney 
overload side of things and totally neglected 
to consider the effect this modified feed 
would have on the mental and physical 
development of our children. 

The outcome is that we have 20 years of 
children who have failed to achieve their 
full mental and physical potential and are, 
in effect, severely damaged. 

VIVIENNE PARKER (Mrs.) RGN.H.V.Cert 
Downham Market, Norfolk 


SIR: An astonishing 80 per cent of failed 
asylum-seekers never leave Britain, the 
asylum capital of the world. And part of the 
2001 census has been ditched after the 
Government admitted failing to count large 
numbers of would-be immigrants. Officials 
admitted that the £270 million census 
failed to register huge numbers of young 
men, and they think it missed whole popu- 
lations of recent arrivals. 

The Office for National Statistics said 
that illegal immigrants, illegally working 
asylum-seekers and failed asylum-seekers 
evading deportation are the groups most 
likely to have dodged filling in census forms. 
Figures for Britain’s population have been 
set aside to be superseded at the end of 
September 2003 by ‘revised estimates’. 
MARK TWIDDY 
London E.7 


SIR: After much thought | have suddenly 
had a wonderful idea on how to settle the 
strife in the Middle East. 

All the Jews in America and Europe 
should go to the Middle East to live in eretz 
Israel. All the Palestinians should go to 
America, where they would be given full 
citizenship and employed in the jobs 
formerly done by Jews. 

Surely, Jews would not object to making 
their very own personal A/iya. There in 
Israel they could just be plain, unvarnished, 
unhyphenated Jews. All the strife would 
have ceased because the Arab World 
would no longer feel antipathy towards the 
Jews over the treatment meted out to the 
Palestinians. 

Now isn’t that a great idea? Surely Jews 
who love eretz Israel so much would not 
object to such a solution! 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


The money game 


The European Commission- 
ers feel themselves to be a trifle 
slighted because all the funds 
they need to waste are paid 
over to them by member 
governments. To correct this 
oversight, they are recommend- 
ing a ‘euro-tax’ — perhaps part 
of the VAT you already pay — 
which would go directly to the 
‘Prodi-cronies’. But surely these 
grossly overpaid hangers on 
should show a bit of initiative in 
their fund-raising. What about 
using that enormous, though 
still largely secret, catalogue of 
rampant fraud as the blueprint 
for a state-of-the-art correspon- 
dence course in Theft. 


A bottomless pit... 


BARNSLEY: Behaviour 
Improvement Programme Co- 
ordinator; BARKING & DAGEN- 
HAM: Social Inclusion Educat- 
ion Adviser; SOUTHAMPTON: 
(1) Senior Race Equality 
Achievement Consultant; (2) 
Refugee/Asylum-Seeker 
Achievement Consultant; WAL- 
SALL: Excellence Cluster Gifted 
& Talented & Tailored Strand 
Co-ordinator; WOKINGHAM: 
Emotional Literacy and Behav- 
iour Adviser; BRIGHTON & 
HOVE: Consultant — Implemen- 
tation of the School Workforce 
Reforms. 

These are just a few of the 
senior education jobs adver- 
tised in a national newspaper. 
Difficult stuff to comprehend 
easily, but we suppose that 
‘strand co-ordinator’ might be 
somehow connected with hair- 
dressing! Is it altogether 
surprising that these people 
cannot find enough money to 
pay teachers? 


... and only a 
little learning 


Well, at least the teachers 
themselves have been properly 
trained. Or have they? This 
table shows the percentage of 
full-time teachers with no 
qualification in their subjects:- 

Mathematics 26%; Geog- 
raphy 27%; French 24%; His- 
tory 24%; German 31%; 
English 21%. 

Some maths teachers, it is 
reported, have little more than a 
degree in physical education. 
Moreover, in this subject we are 
in terminal decline. With fewer 
and fewer students taking 
maths degrees, it will be only a 
matter of a decade or less 
before no qualified teachers are 
available to teach in the major- 
ity of our schools. Meanwhile, 


THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


adults who turn to learning 
centres to make up for poor 
schooling are mostly wasting 
their time. Many of the so- 
called teachers themselves 
needed remedial lessons and, 
according to a recent report, 
“had only a slender grasp of the 
basics of reading and writing,” 

And in the international 
league British education has 
plummeted from 13th to 22nd, 
though the good news is that 
we are still ahead of Turkey and 
Mexico. 


The true price of gold 

Not every miner coming off 
shift at Carletonville, in South 
Africa, can afford, or maybe 
even wants to afford, the 
£1.75 demanded by the ladies 
who market their charms in a 
nearby encampment. Thus, the 
incidence of rape is, by Western 
standards, fairly frequent, and a 
figure of once every twenty 
seconds, in the surrounding 
province, is thought to be fairly 
close to the mark. Unprotected 
sex is the norm rather than the 
exception and, by age 25, 40 
per cent of men and 70 per cent 
of women will be HIV-positive 
with a life expectancy of 
perhaps five years at most. To 
their credit — and credit should 
be given where it is due — an 
intrepid group of social workers, 
medics and auxiliaries decided 
to set up an AIDS project in 
which an attempt was made to 
involve the whole community. 
Ignorance and fear, aided and 
abetted by a local ‘mafia’, 
ensured that the project failed, 
with no improvement to show 
for all the effort and British 
funds expended. Visitors may 
enjoy a better than average 
chance of being murdered in 
Capetown but we doubt 
whether they will hear much 
about Carletonville. 


Capital crime 


Last month we drew our 
readers’ attention to the pratt- 
ling of one Mary Ann Sieghart, 
a Times journalist who likes to 
extol the virtues of the multi- 
racial society. More recently 


she went into orbit against the 
very idea of people needing 
identity cards, during which 
harangue it transpired that 
Mary’s father, having encoun- 
tered some undisclosed 
problems in pre-war Austria, 
arrived here in Britain at the age 
of twelve. But, to bring you up 
to date, a couple of weeks ago 
while this lady was taking 
coffee with some friends, she 
took her eye of her handbag for 
five seconds, and so said a fond 
farewell to her mobile phone, 
credit cards, cash and diary. 
Would it be considered extrem- 
ist to suggest that Vienna in the 
autumn of 1938 was undoubt- 
edly a safer place to live than 
London in the autumn of 2003? 


Getting the right mix 


Once upon atime, a 
company would manufacture, 
and successfully market, the 
same old product year after 
year, and everyone was happy. 
However, these days it’s all 
down to image and packaging. 
Take the race relations industry. 
Just when we had begun to 
accept that the CRE chairman 
and his twelve disciples — sorry, 
commissioners — would be 
drawn almost, if not entirely, 
from immigrants of black or 
Asian descent, recently appoin- 
ted chairman Trevor Phillips 
announced that he intends to 
recruit gypsies, Jews and 
immigrant Irish onto his potty 
quango, and that the interests 
of new arrivals from Eastern 
Europe must be properly looked 
after. The purpose behind this 
change of emphasis is said to 
be the need to ensure represen- 
tation for ‘ethnic Whites’. As 
we Anglo-Celts do not seem to 
slot into any of these new 
specially favoured categories, 
we Can only pray for the early 
demise of this expensive, inter- 
fering and quite ridiculous instit- 
ution, which will never do any- 
thing for Britain or the British. 


Entertaining the kids 

We understand that Play- 
station is always on the lookout 
for new titles. How about this? 


“An army serving the ruth- 

less megalomaniac, Georgie 
Porgie, ruler of Yexas, has 
occupied and devastated your 
homeland. You can call on just 
20,000 fellow Arakis to combat 
an enemy numbering 140,000 
soldiers, all heavily armed and 
supported by tanks and sophis- 
ticated gunships. But you have 
an opportunity to level things 
up by answering 20 quite diffi- 
cult questions such as: ‘Where 
is Japan?’, ‘What is the Pope‘s 
job?’ or ‘Spell Oxo backwards.’ 
Every correct answer will get 
7,000 of your freedom fighters 
an /Q four times higher than 
that of the Yexan commander. 
And your stock of 100 mislead- 
ing signposts pointing to ‘Cat 
House’ or ‘Girlie Bar’ can be 
used to divert the enemy to 
selected ambush locations. 
Additionally, whenever you 
take control of any of the 50 
sectors into which Arak has 
been divided, you automatically 
recruit 5,000 more helpers and 
receive a bonus of 400 land- 
mines , 50 missiles and ten 
more signposts. Plant your flag 
in just 30 sectors and you’ve 
won the game.” 


Oh, so cruel! 


Back here on earth, we 
came across a particularly 
sombre appraisal of US Defence 
Secretary Donald Rumsfeld, 
Washington's favourite stand- 
up comedian, put out by the 
North Korean Official News 
Agency: “His outbursts cannot 
be construed otherwise than as 
a desperate shrill cry of a 
psychopath on his deathbed.” 
We can only hope that not too 
much of the poetry in this was 
lost to us in the translation 


WMD? Or ethnic 
cleansing? 


The Welsh Mabinogion, 
translated by Lady Charlotte 
Guest and first published in 
1849, takes the reader ona 
fascinating excursion through 
fantasy, fable and pre-history. 
This extract is from the story of 
Lludd and Llevelys:- 


“Then Lludd returned back unto 
his land. And immediately he 
summoned to him the whole of 
his own race and of the 
Coranians. And, as Llevelys had 
taught him, he bruised the 
insects in water, the which he 
cast over them all together, and 
forthwith it destroyed the 
whole tribe of the Coranians, 
without hurt to any of the 
Britons.” 


Sounds simple enough! 
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PO Box 2471, Hove, 


East Sussex BN3 4DT 


Abolition of Britain, The (Peter Hitchins) £9.95. 
The cultural revolution from Lady Chatterley to 
Tony Blair. 


Advance to Barbarism (F.J.P. Veale) £13.95. 
Shows how warfare has degenerated to some of 
the worst levels in known history. 


Anglo-American Establishment, The (Carroll 
Quigley) £12.95. A study of the groups that 
work behind the scenes to influence events, and 
a factual appraisal of the realities of power 
politics. 


Anglo-Saxon Riddles (John Porter) £4.95. Ingen- 
ious characters who speak their names in riddles. 
A sparkling translation retaining all their original 
vigour and subtlety. 


Animal Welfare in Germany (K.R. Bolton) £3.95. 
An impartial look at some pioneer legislation 
which was quickly repealed by the allies after 
World War Il. 


Arriba Espana (Major F. Yeats Brown) £8.95. An 
eye-witness and professional view of the situ- 
ation in Spain during the Civil War. 


Atrocities: The Moral Question (Sir Oswald 
Mosley) £4.50. How Europe is poisoned by 
hypocrisy and one-sided allegations. 


Banking Swindle, The (Kerry Bolton) £4.55. 
Short biographies of those who have opposed 
the creation of credit by mere ‘book entry’ and 
by so doing made a mockery of democracy. 


Battle of Maldon, The (Bill Griffiths) £4.95. 
Describes the famous battle between the men of 
Essex and the Vikings fought in AD 991. The 
book includes source text, edited text, paralleled 
literal translation, verse and notes on pronun- 
ciation. 


Behind Communism (Frank Britton) £2.95.A 
treatise on the role of Jews within the commun- 
ist movement. 


Behind The Lodge Door (Paul A. Fisher) £16.75. 
About the influence of Masonic secret societies 
on church and state. 


Bell Curve, The 
(Richard J. Herrn- 
stein and Charles 
Murray) £19.95. 
Breaks new 
ground and old 
taboos! Describes 
the deliberate 
creation, of anew 
underclass, with 
racial connot- 
ations. 


Intelligence and Class Structure 
mn American Lite 


Beowulf (John 
Porter) £8.95. The 
verse in which the 
story unfolds is 
the finest writing 
in old English text that exists. A literal 
word-by-word translation is printed opposite the 
edited text. 


Blood Ritual (Philip de Vier) £7.95. An impartial 
examination into the anti-Semitic ‘Blood Libel’ 
accusation. 


Captain McKilliam Memorial Archive, The (Capt. 
K.R. McKilliam) £10.00. Four booklets of interest 
to Christians. 


Churchill’s War, Vol. | (David Irving) £23.95. The 
first book of the two-part set that will change the 
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way historians view World War Il. 


Churchill’s War Vol. II (David Irving) £29.30. The 
fascinating history of the middle and later years 
of the war. 


Controversy of Zion, The (Douglas Reed) £18.95. 
The author's final and best work. 


Cost of a Reputation (lan Mitchell) £17.95. 
About the libel case of Aldington versus Tolstoy 
and operation Keelhaul. 


Creed Of Iron: Wotansvolk Wisdom (Ron McVan) 
£9.50. A folkish path for future generations by 
the 14-Word Press. 


Demjanjuk Affair, The. (Yoram Sheftel) £23.00. 
The rise and fall of a show trial. 


Destruction of Dresden, The (David Irving) 
£12.75. The pitiful story of the annihilation of a 
city and its people. 


En Route to Global Occupation (Gary H. Kah) 
£12.75. A high-ranking government liaison 
officer exposes the secret agenda for world 
unification. 


English Heroic Legends (Kathleen Herbert) 
£9.95. The authoress’s encyclopaedic know- 
ledge of the period is reflected in the wealth of 
detail she brings to these tales of adventure, 
passion, bloodshed and magic. 


English Warrior, The (Stephen Pollington) £16.75. 
An attempt to get beneath the surface of Anglo- 
Saxon warriorhood and to investigate the rites, 
social attitudes, mentality and mythology of the 
warfare of its times. 


Ethnostate, The (Wilmot Robertson) £15.95.A 
brilliant blueprint for a post-liberal society where 
race becomes a constructive binding agent. A 
book to provoke much thought on why you think 
as you do. 


Evita, The New Feminism (Evita Peron) £5.20. A 
selection of essays by this much revered person- 
ality. 


Ferenc Szalasi and the Arrow Cross. £3.30. In 


far-away Hungary, a country about which most 
people know little, an epic struggle took place 
and a system called co-nationalism developed. 


Fable of the Ducks and the Hens, The £5.00.A 
colourful cartoon style A-4 book telling the story 
of ‘Asylum Seekers’ in a modern parable form. 
An excellent gift for children. 


Fiend and Felon (Gerd Honsik) £10.50. The 
author shows the unsavoury side of Simon 
Wiesenthal and how perjury and murder follow in 
his footsteps. 


Founding of Magna Carta, The. £4.50. A trans- 
lation of the original from Latin. 


Generalship of Alexander the Great, The (Major- 


General J.F.C. Fuller) £7.25. A biography and 
study of one of the world’s greatest war leaders. 


Giant With Feet of Clay (Jurgen Graf) £10.00. A 
thorough critique of Raul Hilberg’s The Destruct- 
ion of European Jewry. 


Gift of Ramu, The (Alexander Baron) £3.00. A 
fascinating science-fiction novel about a wonder- 
ful gift to mankind and its consequences for the 
‘money power’. 


Good Wagner and Opera Guide, The (Denis 
Foreman) £12.50. A good informative layman’s 
guide, in spite of the author’s prejudices. 


Grand Design, The (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A life- 
time of experience and knowledge are drawn 
upon to explain the hidden causes of our people’s 
distress. 


Great Money Reformers (L. Wise) £9.00. Three 
booklets on Gessell, Kitson and Soddy dealing 
with the ‘money question’. 


Grip of Death (Michael Rowbottom) £16.75. A 
lucid account of why virtually all the money in 
the economy has been created as debt to the 
banks. 


Guernsey Experiment, The (Olive and Jan 
Grubiak) £1.75. How the government of Guern- 
sey raised funds by issuing its own currency 
without interest. 


Guild Alternative, The (Arthur Penty) £3.75. An 
answer to the chaos of the modern world based 
on traditional Christian social teaching. 


HADRIAN’S WALL 


in the days of the Romans 


F si 


Hadrian’s Wall 
(Ronald Embleton) 
£15.90. Over 400 
illustrations, many in 
colour, describing 
what the wall was 
like when it was in 
use. The definitive 
work on the subject. 


Hall of Mirrors (David 
Sinclair) £18.99. The 
Treaty of Versailles 
and the injustices 
within it that made the Second World War 
inevitable. 


Hobbit, The (J.R.R. Tolkien) £6.95. The moral 
imperatives of the Northern European shine 
through in this great saga. 


Holocaust Affirmers (Alexander Baron) £10.75. 
A view behind the mask of the Holocaust pro- 
moters. A look at the real battle for truth that is 
being waged. 


Horus Saves (E.A. McCullum) £4.95. An histor- 
ical novel illustrating conquests of nations by 
religion. 


Hunter (Andreew McDonald) £5.75. An exciting 
fictional tale of a young man who rebels against 
race-mixing. 


10. and Racial Differences (Prof. Henry Garrett) 
£3.50. A valuable book which explains the 
importance and degree of the differences 
between races. 


Irish Blueshirts (Keith Thompson) £2.50. About 
an organisation set firmly against both the IRA 
and Communism. 


iron Heel, The (Jack London) £5.50. Dealing 
with the financial oligarchy. 


Iron Maze (Gordon Brook-Shepherd) £7.99. 
About the tie between Western secret services 
and the Bolsheviks. 


Jew, the Gypsy and El Islam, The (Sir Richard F. 
Burton) £19.00. This famous explorer, advent- 
urer and writer reveals all he discovered during 
his exciting life. 


Jewish Supremacism 
(David Duke) £16.50. 
Duke’s latest book, 
which carefully, 
sensitively and intell- 
igently deals with this 
vexing enigma. 


JEWISH $ 
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King Arthur’s Place in 
Pre-History (W.A. 
Cummins) £10.95.A 
legend traced back to 
the Bronze Age, 
possibly linked to 
Stonehenge and the 
early Wessex culture. 


DAVID DUKE 


AUTHOR OF MY AWAKENING 


Knut Hamsun (Kerry Bolton) £3.00. The great 
Norwegian writer who was a supporter of folk 
nationalism. 


Land and the People, The (Jorian Jenks) £2.50. 
A great British nationalist and agriculturist sets 
out his views. First published before the war. 


Letters of T.E. Lawrence, The (Edited by M. 
Brown) £9.25. An essential book for Lawrence 
fans. 


Leuchter Report, The (Fred Leuchter) £4.50.A 
professional forensic examination of the alleged 
gas chambers at Auschwitz. 


Liars Ought to Have Good Memories (Alexander 
Baron) £4.95. The unsanitised story of Ray Hill, 

—the self-proclaimed traitor and agent provoc- 
ateur, who sold his soul to the enemies of British 
Nationalism. 


Lightning and the Sun, The (Savitri Devi) £7.95. 
Three figures from history compared: Akhnaton, 
Genghis Khan and Adolf Hitler. 


Like the Roman: The Life of Enoch Powell (Simon 
Heffer) £14.99. The most definitive biography to 
date of one of Britain’s most loved, and hated, 
politicians. 


Lincoln’s Negro Policy (Ernest Sevier Cox) 
£4.95. Contrary to what is currently believed, 
President Lincoln, had every intention of sending 
the American Blacks back to Africa. His plans 
were nearing fruition at the time of his assassin- 
ation. Here is the full story. 


Looking for the Lost Gods of England (Kathleen 
Herbert) £4.95. The tales, beliefs and traditions 
of ancient times are still with us and are able to 
stir our minds and imaginations. 


Lord of the Rings (J.R.R. Tolkien) £16.75.A 
novel based on British folklore describing a 
mythical world and the battle between good and 
evil. 


Macpherson Report, The (Dr. Frank Ellis) £4.50. 
About the hysteria from the legal establishment 
over the breakdown of the multi-racial society. 


Man and Technics (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. A 
contribution of ideas and philosophy by a great 
thinker. 


March to Sanity (Major-General J.F.C. Fuller) 
£4.20. Common sense ideas that could have 
saved Britain from the horrors of war. 


Money! Questions and Answers (Father Charles 
E. Coughlin) £10.75. The famous inter-war 


American ‘Radio Priest’ explains why money 
should be the servant of the people and not its 
master. 


Moses Hess: Prophet of Communism and 
Zionism (Shlomo Avineri) £6.50. Why do Comm- 
unism and Zionism both have the same destruct- 
ive ends? This book investigates. 


My Awakening (David Duke) £18.95. A really 
excellent work which deals with most of the 
issues which concern patriots in America and 
elsewhere. Over 700 pages. 


My Banned Holocaust Interview (Carlo 
Mattogno) £6.50. A leading Italian historical 
revisionist had his studies and conclusions 
banned. This is his work published privately. 


Nobilitas (Alexander Jacob) £24.95. A study of 
European aristocratic philosophy from Ancient 
Greece to the 20th century. 


Onward Christian Soldiers (Donald Day) £4.00. 
Propaganda and censorship in Eastern Europe. A 
man’s struggle for truth. 1920-1942 


Open Sesame (B.E. Biggs) £1.50. Poetry from a 
stalwart patriot. 


Other Concentration Camps (Jeffrey Hamm) 
£2.50. Born in South Wales and arrested in the 
Falkland Islands in 1940, he was interned 
without charge or trial. This is the story. 


Out of Step (Arnold Leese) £3.95. The life story 
of the pre-war leader of the Imperial Fascist 
League. 


Party System, The (Hilaire Belloc and Cecil 
Chesterton) £3.75. A critique of the fraudulent 
parliamentary system. First written in 1911, this 
edition has a preface by Aidan Mackey. 


Peace Weavers and Shield Maidens (Kathleen 
Herbert) £4.95. About women in early English 
society. One thousand years before the Normans 
came, British women were playing an important 
role in the making of our nation. 


Pearl Harbour after a Quarter of a Century (Harry 
Elmer Barnes) £3.75. The real history of why 
and how the Japanese launched their ‘surprise’ 
attack and an enquiry into whether the US 
Government had forewarning. 


Perkin Warbeck Conspiracy, The (lan Arthurson) 
£10.95. Warbeck claimed to be one of the 
Princes murdered in the Tower of London. He 
was used by those in power and came close to 
changing the course of European history. 


Populism and Elitism (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.95. A study of the influences of élite groups 
on societies throughout history. 


Race Books (J.B. Isherwood) £4.00. Four vital 
books: Man’s Racial Nature; Race and Kinship; 
Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 


Racial Realities In Europe (Lothrop Stoddard) 
£7.25. An examination of the various ethnic 
types that made up modern Europe before the 
recent black invasion. 


Religious Attitudes of the Indo-Europeans (Prof. 
Hans Gunther) £7.95. Translated by the late 
Vivian Bird. A study of the pre-Christian faiths of 
our people. 


Rising Tide of Colour, The (Lothrop Stoddard) 
£7.25. The growing demographic threat to white 
survival. A very relevant warning for the present 
generation. 


Rudolf Report, The (Germar Rudolf) £20.00.A 
scientific examination of the Auschwitz ‘gas 


chambers’. 450 pages. 


Runes (J. Dees) £11.95. An entertaining and 
instructive book on the meaning of these ancient 
symbols and the mythology of each individual 
sign. A beautiful production. 


Second World War in Photographs, The (Imperial 
War Museum) £21.95. A large-format book by 
world-famous photographers 


Six Million Reconsidered (David McCalden) 
£5.95. A well-illustrated study of the ‘Holocaust’. 


Soviet Evidence of Katyn (Carlos Porter) £2.75. 
A detailed exposure of the Soviet lies regarding 
the brutal Katyn killings and how the Germans 
were blamed. 


Taxation and the People (Sir Oswald Mosley) 
£2.50. Proposals for a fairer system for all. 


Teddy Bare (Zad Rust) £11.00. About the last of 
the Kennedy Brothers. 


That Bastard Churchill (Major M.F. Thurgood) 
£5.60. A blistering attack on the warlord 
Churchill and an exposure of his disastrous 
financial policies, vile temper, tragic wartime 
strategy, bad temper and pet foibles. 


They Dare Speak Out (Paul Findley) £16.95. 
Many examples of how the Israeli Lobby in the 
USA ruin politicians, academics and patriotic 
citizens who dare to ask for even debate on the 
Palestine question. 


Turner Diaries, The (Andrew McDonald) £7.50. 
An exciting futuristic tale of the white backlash. 


Under the Flat Stones (Ted Budden) £2.95. 
Some of the best essays from this popular 
nationalist. 


Universal History of Numbers, The (George Ifrah) 
£19.95. From prehistory to computer. The art 
and science of numeration all the methods and 
many of the false starts. 


Usury (Hilaire Belloc) £2.25. A concise 
explanation of usury and its inherent evil. 


Vikings (J. Wooding) £8.95. About the lives, 
history, mythology and influence of our Norse 
ancestors. 


Who Holds the Balance? (K.J. Hury) £4.75. 
About the subversion of Western Man by the 
masters of the media. 


Why Civilisations 
Self-Destruct (Elmer 
Pendell) £10.30. An 
examination of all the 
reasons for the 
collapse of civilisation. 


Witness to History 
(Michael Walsh) 
£4.00. There are 
probably more facts 
and quotes regarding 
the 3rd Reich in this 
A4 magazine-size 
book than in any other publication. 


Wotan (Carl Gustav Jung) £1.95. 

An examination of the Northern God, Wotan, as 
an archetypal image deep within the European 
psyche. 


Yesterday and Tomorrow £4.50. Essays by 
various nationalist authors. About the tradition 
of National Revolution. 


Your National Identity (Capt. K.R. McKilliam) 


£2.50. A Christian view of nationalism and 
identity. Maps, regalia and emblems. 
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Former BNP organiser wins court 
victory over party in money dispute 


PETER SHAW, former organiser of the 
British National Party’s Dorset unit, was 
victorious last month in a court action taken 
against the party for recovery of money spent 
out of his own pocket in meeting bills in- 
curred in the promotion of the group. 

Operating in a part of the country not easily 
receptive to the nationalist message, Peter had 
built up the group considerably over the eight 
months in which he was in charge. The group 
was extremely active, distributing 800 copies 
of the party newspaper, The Voice of Free- 
dom, every month, holding well-attended 
local meetings and carrying out regular leaf- 
leting. Peter had plans to field nine candidates 
in the Bournemouth and Poole area in the 
local government elections last May. His 
work was warmly praised by the party 
leadership. 

But he then fell foul of the party’s central 
administration by seeking reimbursement of 
expenses he had incurred in financing the 
group’s activities and growth. He had a 
dispute with the party treasurer John Bray- 
shaw over the latter’s interpretation of the 
Political Parties Electoral Representation 
Act as it applied to branch finances. Then 
BNP Group Development Officer Tony 
Lecomber joined in. Peter was dismissed 
from his post as organiser and Lecomber sent 
out a bulletin to members in the area full of 
personal abuse of him. Mr. Lecomber then 


PETER SHAW 
Was refused refund of expenses 


informed him that he should not bother 
renewing his party membership when this 
was due. In the meantime, he was refused re- 
imbursement of the money he had laid out in 
the building of the group, which came to 
over two thousand pounds, though Peter had 
said he was perfectly willing for this to be 
paid back in instalments. 

Following his replacement as organiser, 
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the group was only able to field one candid- 
ate in the local elections in May. 

After getting no satisfaction over a period 
of several months, Peter eventually took out 
a court action for its recovery. Let him take 
up the story:- 

“The judge considered every word of their 
defence, and blew them out of court! Bits of 
the Constitution which formed part of this 
so-called ‘defence’ were treated with plain 
contempt, and I was unhesitatingly awarded 
my full claim of £2,101.57, which was the 
sum the party had taken from me.” 


A longer, more detailed, report on this 
affair has been issued by Peter Shaw him- 
self. Anyone wishing to obtain a copy can do 
so by ringing him on his mobile telephone 
number: 07879 263262. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.58 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.67 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


ELECTION DEFEAT IN BURNLEY 


A thoroughly avoidable fiasco 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY lost one of its council seats in 
Burnley last month when its candidate, John Cave, came third 
behind the Liberal Democrats and Labour in a by-election for the 
Lanehead ward. Mr. Cave’s vote was 357 (16.9 per cent). 

This election should almost certainly never have had to be 
called. It was the result of a highly publicised disciplinary action 
against the previously sitting BNP councillor, Luke Smith, arising 
from an incident at the Red, White & Blue Festival in August. If 
official reports of the incident are correct, what should have been 
done was first to institute a disciplinary enquiry conducted behind 
closed doors, with not a word said publicly, least of all to the news 
media. And even if it had been found that Mr. Smith’s behaviour 
was such as to leave no alternative but for him to resign his seat, 
he should have been asked quietly to step down ‘for personal 
reasons’ and the resulting publicity for the incident avoided. 

As it was, the incident and ee action were plastered 
immediately afterwards on the 
party’s main officical website — 
before any proper enquiry, with 
Luke being pronouced ‘guilty’ 
without trial (does this sound 
familiar?). Naturally, the media 
made a very welcome meal of 
all this and the BNP was made 
to look extremely silly. The consequent publicity would have done 
nothing to help John Cave in his attempt to recapture Luke’s 


THE VOTES 


Liberal Democrats 1, 070 
Labour — 464 
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vacated seat. 


But far, far worse than anything Luke Smith may have done 
was the letter recently written to the Lancashire Evening Tele- 
graph by sitting Blackburn BNP councillor Robin Evans in which 
Mr. Evans attacked the party’s Burnley councillors for not doing 


A VIDEO WORTH HAVING! 


A new video has just been brought out by 
the Friends of Spearhead which is strongly 
recommended to readers. It is a recording of 
a report on the British National Party, 
broadcast in 1994 on the Sixty Minutes 
programme in the United States, a regular 
current affairs feature. The video is of 13 
minutes’ duration and includes an interview 
with the then BNP leader John Tyndall, 
some shots of a speech by Mr. Tyndall at a 
party rally, a scene from a march through 
East London and discussions with BNP 
supporters at a pub nearby. 

The programme followed the party’s 
election victory on the Isle of Dogs in 
September 1993 and was focused on the 
growing support this victory indicated. 

There is one thing we must mention that 
is vitally important. We are distributing this 
video solely for its interest value, and not for 
profit. The charge we are making is just 
enough to cover the cost of making copies 
and of postage and packaging. Under no 
circumstances should copies be made and 
sold for profit by any other persons, as 
this would infringe copyright rules. 

For a copy send £2.00 to Friends of 
Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East Sussex 
BN3 4GG. 


that:- 


their jobs properly. Whether or not 
there were grounds for criticism of 
these councillors, we do not know; 
but again, this was an internal party 
matter and should have been sorted 
out internally. Evans’ letter will have 
had a far greater adverse effect on 
the then pending Burnley by-election. 
John Cave went into this election with 
two millstones round his neck. 

It is understood that Mr. Evans has 
resigned from the BNP — as indeed 
he should; but what was quite incred- 
ible about the affair was BNP chair- 
man Nick Griffin’s following public 
statement in which he said of Evans 


“| wouldn't be surprised if Robin’s back 
within a month; everybody’s entitled to 
resign once; it’s when they do it twice that the barriers go up.” 


In other words, if Robin Evans cares to apply to rejoin the 
BNP a month afterwards, his application will be accepted! It 
seems that he is not even being punished for his action in 
bringing ridicule on the party and virtually destroying its pros- 
pects in the Burnley contest. 

In fact his action was far less excusable and infinitely more 


EVANS 
His letter ruined BNP 
prospects in Burnley 
election; yet he will be 
welcome to rejoin! 


damaging to the party than anything that could have happened 


at the RWB. 


Good Calderdale result 


HEATH CLEGG, standing as BNP can- 
didate in the Mixenden ward in a by- 
election to Calderdale Council on the 16th 
October, came second in the poll behind 
the Liberal Democrats with 801 votes. 
Labour were a very poor third, with 475 
votes. Much of the LlbDem vote was a 
sympathy one, given to the candidate 
Jennifer Pearson, who stood in the seat 
left vacant by her deceased husband. 

The BNP vote was achieved in the face of 
a huge smear campaign falsely branding 
the party as ‘nazi’ — a simple lesson that it 
is going to run into this kind of misrep- 
resentation whatever ‘image’ changes it 
tries to adopt. 


This whole affair strengthens the conviction held by many that 
these days there are two separate sets of rules in the BNP, 
depending on which which ‘faction’ one is judged to belong to! 


THEY MUST BE JOKING! 


The October 2003 BNP organisers’ bulletin 
condemns the recent newspaper letter by 
Blackburn BNP Councillor Robin Evans 
criticising the party’s Burnley councillors, and 
reminds everyone of the rule that “we do not 
wash our dirty linen in public.” 

This comes only shortly after a statement 
about the brawl at the August RWB was 
plastered over the party’s official website, 
along with comments on the same matter by 
senior party officials to two leading national 
newspapers - also similar press comments by 
BNP officialidom on the expulsion of Spear- 
head editor John Tyndall. 

Perhaps these people should practise what 
they preach! 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent, 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 


these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence another need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case an 


SAE would be appreciated. Thanks. 
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OVER 30 people crowded into the hall 
for the first of what will be a regular 
bi-monthly meeting of Basildon 
branch of the British National Party. 

On the front table were Jay Slaven 
(branch fund-holder), Peter Eaton 
(organiser), Councillor Nicholas Geri 
(honoured guest), Richard Edmonds 
(guest speaker) and Graham John 
(guest chairman for the evening). 

The chairman opened the meeting 
by welcoming everyone, introduced 
the front table and then referred to 
some horror stories from recent local 
papers. 

He then gave the meeting to Peter 
Eaton, who outlined the branch’s 
objectives for the coming year, includ- 
ing current and projected activities. 

Next to speak was Jay Slaven, who 
emphasised the need to raise funds for 
next year’s Euro and local elections. 
Councillor Geri was then invited to say 
a few words, and when he was intro- 
duced he received extended applause. 
Nick described the workings of a 


RICHARD EDMONDS AT BASILDON 


Basildon: Rrichard Edmonds speaks 


councillor and related how he voted to 
return the Union Flag to the flagpole 
over the town hall, from where it had 
previously been removed but where it 


The Best of Spearhead: update 


SOME readers have been in touch with us 
asking what is the progress on our intended 
project for future publication, The Best of 
Spearhead. This, to remind readers, was 
announced some months ago. The plan is to 
publish a selection of the best articles 
appearing in our magazine over the near- 
forty years since it was launched in late 1964. 

The present position is that we have been 
working on the project but it is continually 
being delayed through lack of the necessary 
time to give to it. It requires going through 


all old issues from our master file, picking 
out the best items (always remembering that 
they need to deal with issues still live and 
relevant today) and scanning the text, 
column-by-column, which can be a time- 
consuming exercise. The scanned text then 
needs to be recorded on floppy disk. Finally, 
the items must be transposed from disk into 
page form — another lengthy chore. 

We have acquired an assistant who has 
put in some excellent work in the scanning 
field, but the project nevertheless needs the 


Action for reinstatement of John Tyndall 


LEGAL FUND 


Following our launch of the above fund last month, the response 
has been excellent, and so far contributions have come to over £2,000. 
Mr. Tyndall’s solictor has, on his instructions, written to BNP chairman 
Nick Griffin offering him the chance of an out-of-court settlement of the 
case. Such a settlement would, of course, require Mr. Tyndall's rein- 

| statement as a member of the British National Party and the payment of 
his costs thus far in the case. This would be a vastly preferable out- 
come to a court action, which if it resulted in a victory and costs for Mr. 
1 yndall would be exceedingly expensive to the BNP. 
We will keep readers informed of all developments. In the mean- 
_ time, our thanks are due to all those who have donated to the fund — 


_ some extremely generously. 


| Any further contributions should be made out to: Albion es 
_ and sent to PO Box 2471, Hove, East Sussex BN3 4GG. 
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now flies again. First victory for the 
BNP councillor for Riverside Grays! 
More applause. 

A collection was then taken which 
raised a healthy £180, and a refresh- 
ment break then took place. After the 
break, the chairman introduced the 
guest speaker, founder-member of the 
BNP and original National Organiser 
Richard Edmonds. 

As the applause died away, RE 
began to tell the meeting of the decline 
of his native city of London - a decline 
he had witnessed personally from the 
time he was a young man as success- 
ive treacherous governments lied their 
way into power, only to betray our 
trusting folk to the internationalist 
agenda. Salvation was, however, to 
hand in the form of the BNP. He urged 
all to work for the success of the party 
so that we could return our once great 
land to its rightful owners, the British 
people. Richard sat down to apprec- 
iative applause. 


GJ 


attention of our editor, which is continually 
being diverted to other urgent things. 

Things would, however, be speeded up if 
another assistant in scanning came forward. 
We did have one but he disappeared. The 
assistant would need to be in possession of a 
reliable scanner and proficient in its use. Any 
volunteers? 


Look out — crooks about! 


A long-standing supporter from Wiltshire 
has asked us to put other readers on the 
alert following a disgraceful experience 
with three builders at her home. She 
employed them to remove an old garage, 
dig out the foundations and lay a concrete 
base on the vacated space. They stole 
everything that was in the garage, includ- 
ing timber, a large magnet, a clothes prop, 
a chimney brush and rods and a lawn- 
mower. They left her garden looking like a 
bomb-site. 

Our supporter paid the three men in 
advance for the job, but after stealing the 
items described they disappeared with the 
money and were never seen again, having 
given false names and addresses. 

She reported the matter to the police 
but, she tells us, the latter were told by the 
DPP to drop the case. 

She asks readers to keep a lookout for 
the gang. All had dark looks and might have 
been gypsies. Two were of medium height 
and the third one shorter. They used a lorry 
that looked almost new and was red, with 
white sides and tail. 

The police thought they would not have 
come from the local area but somewhere 
else in the South or South West. 
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